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ADVERTISEMENT.

The single end of this book is the presentation, in a compact and convenient

form, of the more important facts, votes, resolves, letters, speeches, reports

and other documents, which elucidate the political contest noAV agitating tliis

coimtry. It has been our aim to let every candidate and other important per-

sonage speak for himself, make his own platform, and vindicate (if he may) his

own consistency and the soundness of his vicAvs on the great questions which

underlie our current politics.

Of course, such a work can have but a comparative merit. Make it ever so

large, and still many things must be omitted that the compiler would wish to

insert ; and every critic will plausibly ask, " "Why insert this and omit that ?

Why give so much of A. and so little of B. ?" Beside, it is not always possi-

ble to remember, or, if remembered, to find, all that would be valued in a work

like this. We can only say that we have done our best : let him do better

who can.

Inaccuracy of citation is one of the chief vices of our political discussions.

You can hardly listen to a set speech, even from a well-iuformed and truthful

canvasser, which is not marred by some misapprehension or unconscious mis-

statement of the position and views of this or that prominent statesman.

Documents, heedlessly read and long since lost or mislaid, are quoted from

with fluency and confidence, as though with indubitable accuracy, when the

citations so made do gross injustice to their author, and tend to mislead the

hearer. We believe the documents collected in this work are so printed that

their general accuracy may be safely relied on.

By canvassers of all parties, we trust our Text-Book will be found conve-

nient, not to say indispensable. But those who only listen, and read, and

reflect, will also find it a manifest help to a clear understanding of the issues and

contentions of the day. They will be interested in comparing the actual posi-

tions taken by Mr. Lincoln, or Mr. Douglas, or Gen. Cass, or Mr. Everett, as

faithfully set forth in this work, with those confidently attributed to that

statesman in the fluent harangue of some political opponent, who is intent on

blazoning his inconsistency or proving his insincerity. To verify and correct
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the citations of a frothy declaimer is sometimes the easiest and most convincing

refutation of his speech.

If a trace of partisan bias is betrayed in the thread of narrative which par-

tially unites the successive reports, bills, votes, etc., presented in this work, the

error is unintentional and regretted. Our purjDose Avas to comi^ile a record

jicceptable and convenient to men of all parties, and which might be considted

and trusted by all. "Whatever is original herein is regarded as of no use or

merit, save as a necessary elucidation of the residue. "Without apology, there-

fore, or further explanation, the Text-Book is commended to the favor of the

American public.

New-Yokk, August Ui, 1860.
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natiojStal caucuses, conventions, and
platforms.

National Conventions for the nomination of
candidates are of comparatively recent origin.

In the earlier political history of the United
States, under the Federal Constitution, candi-

dates for President and Vice-President were
nominated by congressional and legislative

caucuses. Washington was elected as first

President under the Constitution, and reelected

for a second term by a unanimous, or nearly
unanimous, concurrence of the American people;
but an opposition party gradually grew up in

Congress, which became formidable during his

second term, and which ultimately crystalized

into what was then called the Republican
party. John Adams, of Massachusetts, was
prominent among the leading Federalists, while
Thomas Jefferson, of Virginia, was preemi-
nently the author and oracle of the Republican
party, and, by common consent, they were the

opposing candidates for the Presidency, on
Washington's retirement in 1796-7.

Mr. Adams was then chosen President, while
Mr. Jefferson, having the largest electoral vote
next to Mr. A., became Vice-President.

The first Congressional Caucus to nominate
candidates for President and Vice-President, is

said to have been held in Philadelphia in the

year 1800, and to have nominated Mr. Jeffer-

son for the first office, and Aaron Burr for the
second. These candidates were elected after a

desperate struggle, beating John Adams and
Charles C. Pinckney, of South Carolina. In

1804, Mr. Jefferson was reelected President,

with George Clinton, of New-York, for Vice,
encountering but slight opposition ; Messrs.
Charles C. Pinckney and Rufus King, the op-
posing candidates, receiving only 14 out of 176
Electoral Votes. We have been unable to find

any record as to the manner of their nomina-
tion. In January, 1803, when Mr. Jefferson's

second term was about to close, a Republican
Congressional Caucus was held at Washington,
to decide as to the relative claims of Madison
and Monroe for the succession, the Legisla-

ture of Virginia, which had been said to exert
I

a potent influence over such questions, being,

on this occasion, unable to agree as to which oi

her favored sons should have the preference.

Ninety-four of the 136 Republican members of
Congress attended this caucus, and declared
their preference of Mr. Madison, who received

83 votes, the remaining 11 being divided be-

tween Mr. Monroe and George Clinton. The
Opposition supported Mr. Pinckney; but Mr.
Madison was elected by a large majority.

Toward the close of Mr. Madison's earlier

term, he was nominated for reelection by a
Congressional Caucus held at Washington, in

May, 1812. In September of the same year, a
convention of the Opposition, representing

eleven States, was held in the city of New-
York, which nominated De Witt Clinton, of
New-York, for President. He was also put in

nomination by the Republican Legislature of
New-York. The ensuing canvass resulted in

the reelection of Mr. Madison, who received

128 electoral votes to 89 for De Witt Clinton.

In 1816, the Republican Congressional Caucus
nominated James Monroe, who received, in the

caucus, 65 votes to 54 for Wm. H. Crawford,
of Georgia. The Opposition, or Federalists,

named Rufus King, of New-Yorlc, who received

only 34 electoral votes out of 217. There was
no opposition to the reelection of Mr. Monroe
in 1820, a single (Republican) vote being cast

against him, and for John Quiucy Adams.
In 1824, the Republican party could not be

induced to abide by the decision of a Congres-
sional Caucus. A large majority of the Repub-
hcan members formally refused to participate

in such a gathering, or be governed by its deci-

sion ; still, a Caucus was called and attended by
the friends of Mr. Crawford alone. Of the 261
members of Congress at this time, 216 were
Democrats or Republicans, yet only 66 res-

ponded to their names at roll-call, 64 of whom
voted for Mr. Crawford as the Republican nomi-
nee for President. This nomination was very
extensively repudiated throughout the country,

and three competing Republican candidates
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were brought into the field through legislative

and other niacliinery—viz., Andrew Jackson,

Henry Clay, and John Quincy Adams. The re-

sult of this famous "scrub race" for the Presi-

dency was, that no one was elected by the

people. Gen. Jackson receiving 99 electoral

votes, Mr. Adams S4, Mr. Crawford 41, and Mr.

Clay o7. The election then devolved on the

House of Representatives, where Mr. Adams
was chosen, receiving the votes of 13 States,

against 7 for Gen. Jackson, and 4 for Mr. Craw-
ford. This was the end of " King Caucus."
Gen. Jackson was immediately thereafter put

in nomination for the ensuing term by the Le-

gislature of Tennessee, having only Mr. Adams
for an opponent in 1828, when he was elected

by a decided majority, receiving 178 Electoral

Votes to 83 for Mr. Adams. Mr. John C. Cal-

houn, who had at first aspired to the Presidency,

in 1824, withdrew at an early stage from the

canvass, and was thereupon chosen Vice-Presi-

dent by a very large electoral majority—Mr.

Albert Gallatin, of Pennsylvania, (the caucus
candidate on the Crawford ticket,) being his

only serious competitor. In 1828, Mr. Calhoun
was the candidate for Vice-President on the

Jackson ticket, and of course reelected. It

was currently stated that the concentration of

the Crawford and Calhoun strength on this

ticket was mainly effected by Messrs. Martin

Van Buren and Churchill C.Cambreleng, ofNew-
York, during a southern tour made by them in

1827. In 1828, Richard Rush, of Pennsylvania,

was the candidate for Vice-President on the

Adams ticket.

U. S. ANTI-MASONIC CONVENTION—1830.

The first political National Convention in this

country of which we have any record was held

at Philadelphia in September, 1830, styled the

United States Anti-Masonic Convention. It was

composed of 96 delegates, representing the

States of New-York, Massachusetts, Connecti-

cut, Vermont, Rhode Island, Pennsylvania,

New-Jersey, Delaware, Ohio, Maryland and the

Territory of Michigan. Francis Granger of

New-York presided ; but no business was trans-

acted beyond the adoption of the following

resolution

:

He-solved, That it is recommended to the people of the

United Stales, opposed to secret societies, to meet in

convention on Monday the 26th day of September, 1831,

at the city of Baltimore, by delegates equal in number
to their representatives in both houses of Congress, to

make nominations of suitable candidates for the ofBce

of President and Vice-President, to be supported at the

next election, and for the transaction of such other

business as the cause of Anti-Masonry may require.

In compliance with the foregoing call, a Na-

tional Anti-Masonic Convention was held at Balti-

more, in September, 1831, which nominated

William Wirt, of Maryland, for President, and

Amos Ellmaker, of Pennsylvania, for Vice-Pre-

sident. The convention was attended by 112 de-

legatesfrom the Statesof Maine, New-Hampshire,
Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Con-

necticut, New-York, New-Jersey, Pennsylvania,

Ohio, Indiana, Delaware and Maryland —only

Massachusetts, New-York and Pennsylvania

being fully represented. John C. Spencer, of

New-York, presided over the deliberations of the
Convention, and the nominees received each
108 votes. The candidates accepted the nomi-
nation and received the electoral vote of Ver-
mont only. The Convention did not enunciate
any distinct platform of principles, but ap-

pointed a committee to issue an Address to the
people. In due time, the address was published.

It is quite as prolix and verbose as modern po-
litical addresses ; and, after stating at great
length the necessary qualifications for the
Chief of a great and free people, and present-

ing a searching criticism on the institution of
free-masonry in its moral and political bearings,

somewhat intensified from the excitement
caused by the (then recent) alleged murder of
William Morgan, for having revealed the secrets

of the Masonic Order, the Address comes to the

conclusion that, since the institution had be-

come a political engine, political agencies must
be used to avert its baneful effects—in other

words, " that an enlightened exercise of the

right of suffrage is the constitutional and
equitable mode adopted by the Anti-Masons is

necessary to remove the evil they suffer, and
produce the reforms they seek."

DEMOCRATIC OR JACKSON NATIONAL
CONVENTION— 1832.

There was no open opposition in the Demo-
cratic party to the nomination of Gen. Jackson
for a second term ; but the party were not so

well satisfied with Mr. Calhoun, the Vice-Presi-

dent; so a Convention was called to meet at

Baltimore in May, 1832, to nominate a candi-

date for the second office. Delegates appeared
and took their seats from the States of

Maine, New-Hampshire, Vermont, Massachu-
setts, Connecticut, Rhode Island, New-York,
New-Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Mary-
laud, Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina,

Georgia, Alabama, Louisiana, Mississippi, Ten-

nessee, Kentucky, Ohio, Indiana and Illinois.

Gen. Robert Lucas, of Ohio, presided, and
the regular proceedings were commenced by
the passage of the following resolution:

Resolved, That each State be entitled, in the nomina-
tion to be made for the Vice-Presidency, to a number of
votes equal to the number to which they will be entitled

in the electoral colleges, under the new apportionment,
in voting for President and Vice-President; and that
two-thirds of the whole number of the votes in the Con-
vention shall be necessary to constitute a choice.

This seems to have been the origin of the

famous " two-thirds " rule which has prevailed

of late in Democratic National Conventions.

The Convention proceeded to ballot for a can-

didate for Vice-President, with the following

result

:

For Martin Van Buren : Connecticut, 8 ; Illinois, 2

;

Ohio, 21 ; Tennessee, 15 ;
North Carolina, 9 ; Georgia, 11

;

Louisiana, 5; Pennsylvania, 30 ; Maryland, 7; New-
Jersey, 8; Mississippi, 4; Hhode Island, 4; Maine, 10;
Massachusetts, 14; Delaware, 3 ; New-Hampshire, 7;
New -York, 42; Vermont, 7 ; Alabama, 1—Total, 208.

For Richard M. Johnson : Illinois, 2 ; Indiana, 9

;

Kentucky, 15—Total, 26.

For piiiiip P. Barbour : North Carolina, 6 ; Virginia,

23; Maryland, 8; South Carolina, 11; Alabama, 6—
Total, 49.

Mr. Van Buren, having received more than

two-thirds of all the voles cast, was declared
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duly nominated as the candidate of the party

for Vice-President.

The Convention passed a resolution cordially

concurring in the repeated nominations which

Gen. Jackson had received in various parts of

the country for reelection as President.

Mr. Archer, of Virginia, from the committee

appointed to prepare an address to the people,

reported that

The committee, having interchanged opinions on the

subject submitted to them, and agreeing fully in the

principles and sentiments which they believe ought to be
embodied in an address of this description, if such an
address were to be made, nevertheless deem it advisa-

ble under existing circumstances, to recommend the

adoption of the following resolution :

liesolced. That it be recommended to the several de-

legations in this Convention, in place of a General Ad-
dress from this body to the people of the United States,

to make such explanations by address, report, or other-

wise, to their respective constituents, of the object, pro-

ceedings and result of the meeting, as they may deem
expedient.

The result of this election was the choice of

General Jackson, who received the electoral

vote of the following States :

Maine 10 ; New-Hampshire, 7 ; New-York, 42 ; New-
Jersey, 8 ; Pennsylvania, 80 ; Maryland, 8 ; Virginia,

23 ; North Carolina, 15 ; Georgia, 11 ; Tennessee, 15

;

"Ohio, 21 ; Louisiana, 5 ; Mississippi, 4 ; Indiana, 9
;

Illinois, 5 ; Alabama,?; Missouri, 4—Total, 219.

For Mr. Clay : Massachusetts, 14 ; Rhode Island, 4 ;

Connecticut, S ; Delaware, 3 ; Maryland, 5 ; Kentucky,
15—Total, 49.

For John Floyd, of Virginia : South Carolina, 11.

For William Wiit, of Maryland: Vermont, 7

Mr. Van Buren received only 189 votes for

Vice-President, Pennsylvania, which cast her

vote for Jackson, having voted for William

Wilkins of that State for Vice-President.

John Sergeant, for Vice-President, received the

same vote as Mr. Clay for President. South
Carolina voted for Henry Lee of Massachusetts,

for Vice-President.

NATIONAL REPUBLICAN CONVENTION—
1831.

The National Republicans met in convention
at Baltimore, Dec. 12, 1831. Seventeen States

and the District of Columbia were represented

by \:^1 delegates, who cast a unanimous vote

for Henry Clay, of Kentucky, for President, and
John Sergeant, of Pennsylvania, for Vice-Pre-
sident. James Barbour, of Virginia, presided,

and the States represented were : Maine, New-
Hampshire, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Con-
necticut, Vermont, New York, New Jersey,

Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia,

North Carolina, Kentucky, Tennessee, Ohio,

Louisiana and Indiana. The Convention adopted
no formal platform of principles, but issued an

Address, mainly devoted to a criticism on the

Administration of Geii. Jiickson, asserting,

among other things, that

—

The political history of the Union for the last three
years exhibits a series of measures plainly dictated in all

their principal features by blind cupidity or vindictive
pjrty spirit, marked throughout by a disregard of good
policy, justice, and every high and generous sentiment,
and, terminating in a dissolution of the Cabinet under
circumstances more discreditable than any of the kind to

be met with in the annals of the civilized world.

The address alludes to the charge of incapa-

city and corruption leveled against his imme-

diate predecessor (J. Q. Adams) by Gen. Jack-

son in his Inaugural Addn^ss, and adds:

The indecorum of this denunciation was hardly less

glaring than its essential injustice, and can only be
paralleled by that of the subsequent denunciation of the

same Administration, on the same authority, to a foreign

government.

Exception is taken to the indiscriminate re-

moval of all officers within the reach of the Pre-

sident, who were not attached to his person or

party. As illustrative of the extent to which
this political proscription was carried, it is stated

that, within a month after the inauguration of

General Jackson, more persons were removed
from office than during the whole 40 years that

had previously elapsed since the adoption of the

Constitution. Fault is also found with the Ad-
ministration in its conduct of our foreign affairs.

Again the Address aays:

On the great subjects of internal policy, the course
of the President has been so inconsistent and vacillating,

that it is impossible for any party to place confidence in

his character, or to consider him as a true and effective

friend. By avowing his approbation of a judicious tariff,

at the same time recommending to Congress precisely the
same policy which had been adopted as the best plan of

attack by the opponents of that measure ; by admitting
the constitutionality and expediency of Internal Improve-
ments of a National character, and at the same moment
negativing the most important bills of this description
which were presented to him by Congress, the President
has shown that he is either a secret enemy to the system,
or that he is willing to sacrifice the most important na-

tional objects in a vain attempt to conciliate the conflict-

ing interests, or rather adverse party feeling and opinions
of different sections of the country.

Objection is taken to Gen. Jackson's war on

the United States Bank, and the necessity and
usefulness of that institution are argued at con-

siderable length. The outrageous and inhuman
treatment of the Cherokee Indians by the State

of Georgia, and the failure of the National Ad-
ministration to protect them in their rights,

acquired by treaty with the United States,

is also the subject of animadversion in the

the Address.

A resolve was adopted, recommending to the

young men of the National Republican Party to

hold a Convention in the city of Washington on
the following May.
Such a Convention was accordingly held at

the Capital on the 11th of May, 1832, over

which William Cost Johnson, of Maryland, pre-

sided, and at which the following, among other
resolves, were adopted:

Resolved, That an adequate Protection to American
Industry is indispensable to the prosperity of the coun-
try ; and that an abandonment of the policy at this

period would be attended with consequences ruinous to

the best interests of the Nation.
Resolved, That a uniform system of Internal Improve-

ments, sustained and supported by the General Govern-
ment, is calculated to secure, in the highest degree, the
harmony, the strength and the permanency of the Re-
public.

Resolved, That the indiscriminate removal of public
officers, for a mere difference of political opinion, is a
gross abuse of power; and that the doctrine lately

boldly preached in the United States Senate, that " to the
victors belong the spoils of the vanquished," is detri-

mental to the interest, corrupting to the morals, and
dangerous to the liberties of the people of this coun-
try.

DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION,
1835.

In May, 1835, a National Convention repre-

senting twenty-one States, assembled at Balti-



12 A POLITICAL TEXT-BOOK FOR 18G0.

more to nominate candidates for President and
Vice-President. The Hon. Andrew Stevenson,

of Virginia, was chosen president, with half a

dozen vice-presidents and four secretaries. A
rule was adopted that two-thirds of the whole
number of votes should be necessary to make a

nomination or to decide any question connected
tiierewith. On tlie first ballot for President,

Mr. Van Buren was nominated unanimously, re-

ceiving 265 votes. For Vice-President, Richard
M. Johnson, of Kentucky, received 178, and
William C. Rives, of Virginia, 87. Mr. John-
sou, having received more than two-thirds of
all the votes cast, was declared duly nominated
as the candidate for Vice-President. This Con-
veuiion adopted no platform.

THE OPPOSITION IN 183G.

la 1835, Gen. \Vm. H. Harrison, of Ohio, was
nominated for President, with Francis Granger,
for Vice-President, by a Whig State Convention
at Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, and also by a

Democratic Anti-Masonic Convention held at

the same place. A Whig State Convention in

Maryland also nominated Gen. Harrison for Pre-

sident, with John Tyler, of Virginia, for Vice.

Gen. H. also received nominations in New York,
Ohio and other States.

Hugh L. White, of Tennessee was nominated
by tlie Legislatures of Tennessee and Alabama,
as the Opposition or Anti-Jacksou candidate

;

while Mr. Webster was the favorite of the Oppo-
sition in Massachusetts, and Willie P. Mangum,
of N. C. received the vote of S. C, 11. The
result of the contest of 1836 was the election

of Mr. Van Buren, who received the electoral

votes of the States of

Maine, 10; New-Hampshire, 7; Rhode Islaud, 4; Con-
necticut, S; New York, 42; Pennt<ylvaiiia, 30 ; Virginia,

23; North Carolina, 15; liOtiisiiuia, 5 ; Mississippi, 4;
Illinois, 5; Alabama, 7 ; Missouri, 4; Arkansas, 3; Michi-
gan, 3—Total 170.

Gen. Harrison received the votes of

Vermont, 7 ; New-Jersey, 8 ; Pelaware, 8; Maryland,
10; Kentucky, 15; Ohio, 21 ; and Indiana, 9—Total, 73.

Hugh L. White received the vote of Georgia,

11, and Tennessee, 15: total, 26. Mr. Webster
received the vote of Massaciiusetts, 14.

WHIG NATIONAL CONVENTION,—1839.

A Whig National Convention representing

twenty- one States met at Harrisburg, Pa., Dec.

4, 1839. James Barbour, of Virginia, presided,

and the result of the first ballot was the nomina-

, tion of Gen. William H. Harrison, of Ohio, who
received 148 * votes to 90 for Henry Clay, and
16 for Gen. Winfieid Scott. John Tyler, of

Virginia, was unanimously nominated as the

Whig candidate for Vice-President. The Cou-
vention adopted no platform of principles; but
the party in conducting the memorable cam-
paign of 1840, assailed the Administration of
Mr. Van Buren for its general mismanagement
of public affairs and its profligacy, and the

'iJallots were repeatedly taken in commitlee throngUout two
or three days ; but as no candidate received a majority, it was
only reported to the convention that the committee had not been
able to au'ree on a candidate to be pie^ented to the convention.
Finally, the deleRaleH from New-York and other States which
bad Mipported (ien. .Scoil, generally went over to (!un. Harrison,
who thus received a majority, when the result was declared, as
above.

result was the triumphant election of Harrison
and Tyler, Van Buren receiving the electoral

vote of only seven States ; viz

:

New-Hampshire, 7 ; Virginia, 23; South Carolina, 11
;

Illinois, 5; Alabama, 7 ; Missouri, 4; and Arkansas, 3

—

Total, 60.

South Carolina refused to vote for Richard M.
Johnson for Vice-President, throwing away Iter

11 votes on Littleton W. Tazewell, of Virginiti.

Harrison and Tyler received the votes of the

following States :

Maine, 10; Massachusetts, 14; Rhode Island, 4 ; Con-
necticut, 8; Vermont, 7 ; New-York. 42; New-Jersey, 8 :

Pennsylvania, 30 ; Delaware, 3; Maryland, 10; North
Carolina, 15 ; Georgia, 11 ; Kentucky, 15 ; Tennessee, 15

;

Ohio, 21; Louisiana, 5; Mississippi, 4 ; Indiana, 9; Michi-
gan, 8—Total, 234.

ABOLITION CONVENTION,—1839.

A Convention of Abolitionists was held at

Warsaw, N. Y., on the 13th of November, 1839,

which adopted the following

:

Resolved, That, in our judgment, every consideration
of duty and expediency which ought to control the
action of Christian freemen, requires of the Abolitionista
of the U. S. to organize a distinct and independent poli-

tical party, embracing all the necessary means for nomi-
nating candidates for office and sustaining them by
public suJl'rage.

The Convention then nominated for Presi-

dent James G. Birney, of New York, and for

Vice-President Francis J. Lemoyne, of Penn-
sylvania. These gentlemen subsequently de-

clined the nomination. Nevertheless they
received a total of 7,609 votes in various Free
States.

DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION,
1840.

A Democratic National Convention raet at

Baltimore, May .ith, 1840, to nominate candi-

dates for President and Vice-President. Dele-

gates were present from the States of Maine,

New-Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode
Island, New-York, New-Jersey, Pennsylvania,

Maryland, North Carolina, Georgia, Kentucky,
Tennessee,Ohio, Alabama,MisBissippi, Louisiana,

Indiana, Missouri, Michigan, and Arkansas.

Gov. William Carroll, of Tennessee, presided,

and the Convention, before proceeding to the

nomination of candidates, adopted the follow-

ing platform—viz.

:

1. Resolved, That the Federal Government is one of

limited powers, derived solely from the Constitution, and
the grants of power shown therein ought to be strictly

construed by all the departments and agents of the
government, and that it is inexpedient and dangerous to

exercise doubtful constitutional powers.

2. Resolved, That the Constitution does not confer
upon the General Government the power to commenca
or carry on a general system of internal improvement.

3. Resolved, That the Constitution does not confer

authoiily upon the Federal Government, directly or in-

directly, to assume the debts of the several States, con-

tracted for local internal improvements or other State

purposes ; nor would such assumption be just or ex-

pedient.

4. Resolved, That justice and sound policy forbid the

Federal Government to foster one branch of industry to

the detriment of another, or to cherish the interest of

one portion to the injury of another portion of our com-
mon country—that every citizen and every section of

the country has a right to demand and insist upon an
equality of rights and privileges, and to complete and
ample protection of persons and property from domeatie
violence or foreign aggression.



NATIONAL CONVENTIONS AND PLATFORMS. IS

5. Retiolted, That it is the duty of every branch of

the goveiniuent to enforce and practice the most rigid

ecouodiy in conducting our public affairs, and that no
more revenue ought to be raised than is required to de-

fray tlie necessary expenses of the government.
6. liesoleed, That Congress has no power to charter a

United States BunU, that we believe such an institution

one of deadly hostility to the best interests of the coun-
try, dangerous to our republican institutions and the
liberties of the people, and calculated to place the busi-

ness of the country within the control of a concentrated
money power, and above the laws and the will of the
people.

7. Iie>iolved, That Congress has no power, under the
Constitution, to interfere with or control the domestic
institutions of the several States ; and that such States

arc the sole and proper judges of everything pertaining
to their own affairs, not prohibited by the Constitution

;

that all efforts, by abolitionists or others, made to induce
Congress to interfere with questions of slavery, or to

take incipient steps in relation thereto, are calculated to

lead to the most alarming and dangerous consequences,
and that all such efforts liave an inevitable tendency to

diminish tlie happiness of the people, and endanger the
stability and permanency of the Union, and ought not to

be countenanced by any friend to our Political Institu-

tions.

8. Resolved, That the separation of the moneys of the
government from banking instituliuns is indispensable
for the safety of the funds of the government and the
rights of the people.

y. Eefolved, That the liberal principles embodied by
Jefferson in the Declaration of Independence, and sanc-
tioned in the Constitution, which malves ours the land
of liberty and the asylum of the oppressed of every
nation, have ever been cardinal principles in the Demo-
cratic faith; and every attempt to abridge the present
privilege of becoming citizens, and the owners of soil

among us, ought to be resisted with the same spirit

which swept the Alien and Sedition Laws from our statute
book.

The Convention tlien unaniinouslv nominated
Wr. Van Buren lor reelection as President ; but,

tliure being inucli diversity of opinion as to the

proper man for Vice-President, the ioUowing
preamble and resolution were adopted

:

Whereas, Several of the States which have nominated
Martin Van Buren as a candidate for the Presidency,
have put in nomination different individuals as candi-
dates for Vice-President, thus indicating a diversity of
opinion as to the person best entitled to the nomination;
and whereas some of the said Slates are not represented
in this Convention, theiefore,

lienolved. That the Convention deem it e.vpedient at

the present time not to choose between the individuals
in nomination, but to leave the decision to their Kepulj-
lican fellow-citizens in the several States, trusting that
before the election shall take place, their opinions will

become so concentrated as to secure the choice of a
Vice-Pi esideut by the Electoral College.

WHIG NATIONAL CONVENTION, 184-1.

A Whig National Coiivetuioa assembled in

Baltimore, on the 1st of May, 1844, in which
every State in the Union was represented. Am-
brose Spencer, of Xew-Yoric, presided, and Mr.

Clay was nominated for President by acclama-

tion. For Vice-President, there was ^OIIle di-

versity of preference, and Mr. Frelinghuysen, of

N. J , was nominated on the third ballot as i'ol-

lows

:

BALLOTS.

IM. M. .SM.

T. Frelinghuysen, N. J., 101 118 155
John Davis, Mass., S;J 74 79
Millard Fillmore, N. Y., M 51 40
John Sergeant, Pa., 3S M withdrawn.

Total, 275 i:75 274

The principles of the party were briefly

summed up in the following resolve, which was
adopted by the Convention :

Resolved, That these principles may be summed as

comprising a well re.nulaieil National currency—a Tarilf

for revenue to defray the necessary e.xpeases of the

Government, and discriminating with special reference
to the Protection of the Domestic Labor of the country—the Distribution cf the proceeds from the sales of the
Public Lands—a single term for the Presidency—a re-
form of executive usurpations—and generally such an ad-
ministration of the all'airs of the country, as shall impart
to every branch of the public service the greatest practi-
cable efiSciency, controlled by a well-regulated and wise
economy.

The contest resulted in the choice of the
Democratic candidates (Polk and Dallas,) who
received 170 electoral votes as follows : Maine,
9 ; New-Hampshire, 6 ; New-York, 36 ; Penn-
sylvania, iiO ; Virginia, 17 ; South Carolina,

9; Georgia, 10; Alabama, 9; Mississippi, 6
;

Louisiana, 6 ; Indiana, 12 ; Illinois, 9 ; Missouri,

7 ; Arkansas, 3 ; Miciiigan, 5—170.

For Clay and Freliiigiiuyscn : Vermont, 6
;

Massachusetts, 12; Rhode Island, 4; Connecti-
cut, 6 ; New-Jersey, 7 ; Delaware, 3 ; Maryland,
8; North Carolina, 11; Tennessee, 13; Ken-
tucky, 12; Ohio, 23—105.

DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION,
1844,

A Democratic National Convention assembled
at Baltimore on the 27th May, 1844, adopted the
two-third rule and, after a stormy session of three
days, James K. Polk, of Tennessee, was nomi-
nated for President, and Silas Wright, of New-
York, for Vice-President. Mr. Wright declined
the nomination, and George M. Dallas, of Penn-
sylvania, was subsequently selected to fill the
second place on the ticket.

The ballotings for President were as follows :

BALLOTS.

1st. 'M. 3rd. 4th. 5t1i. 6th. Till. Stli. 9th.

M. Van Buren.... 146 127 121 111 103 101 99 104 2
Lewis Cass 83 94 92 105 107 116 12;3 114 29
K.M.Johnson.... 29 33 88 82 26 25 21 — —
James Buchanan.. 4 9 11 17 29 23 22 2 —
J.C.Calhoun — 1211112 —
Levi Woodbury.. . — — 2 — — — — — —
Com. Stewart — 1 — — — — — — —
James K. Polk — — — — ___4t288

Mr. Van. Buren s name was withdrawn after

the Sth ballot.

The phuform adopted by the Convention was
the same as that of 1S4U, with the following
additions :

Resolved, That the proceeds of the Public Lands
ought to be sacredly applied to the national objects speci-
fied in the Constitution, and that we are opposed to the
laws lately adopted, and to any law for the Distribution
of such proceeds among the States, as alike inexpedient
in policy and repugnant to the Constitution.

iieiiolved, Ttial we are decidedly opposed to taking
from the President the qualified veto power by which he
is enabled, under restrictions and responsibilities amply
sufficient to guard the public interest, to suspend the
passage of a bill, whose merits cannot secure the ap-
proval of two-thuds of the Senate and House of Uepre-
sentatives, until the judgiutm of the people can be ob-
tained thereon, and which has thrice saved the .\meri-
can People from the corrupt and tyj anuical domination
of the Bank of the United Slates.

Resolved, That our title to the whole of the Territory of
Oregon is clear and unqut-stionable; that no portion of the
same ought to be ceded to England or any other power

;

and that the reoccupation of Oregon and the reannex-
ation of Texas at the earliest practicable period are
[ireat American measures, which this Convention recom-
mends to the cordial support of the Democracy of the
Union.

LIBERTY PARTY NATIONAL CONVEN-
TION, 1843. •

The Liberty Party National Convention met
at Buffalo, on tlie ?'.»ll'. of August. Leicester
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King, of Ohio, presided, and James G. Birney, of I

Michigan, was unanimously nominated for Pre-

1

sident, wich Thomas Morris, of Ohio, for Vice-
Pre.sident. Among the resolves adopted were
the following :

Resolved, That human brotherhood is a cardinal prin-
ciple of true Democracy, as well as of pure Christianity,
which spurns all inconsistent limitations; and neither
the political party which repudiates it, nor the pol.tical
system which is not based upon it, can be truly Demo-
cratic or permanent.

lieaolced, Tliat the Liberty Party, placing itself upon
this broad principle, will demand the absolute and un-
qualified divorce of the General Government from
slavery, and also the restoial.OQ of equality of rights,

among men, in every Slate where the party exists, or
may exist.

liesolvtd. That the Liberty Parly has not been organ-
ized for any temporary purpose by interested politicians,

but has arisen from among the people in consequence of
a conviction, hourly gaining ground, that no other party
iu the country represents the true principles of American
liberty, or the true spirit of the Constitution of the
United States.

Hesolved, That the Liberty Party has not been organ-
ized merely for the overthrow of slavery ; its first de-
cided effort must, indeed, be directed against slavehold-
ing as the grossest and most revolting manifestation of
despotism, but it will also cany out the principle of
equal rights into all its practical consequences and ap-
plications, and support every just measure conducive to
individual and social freedom.

liexolved. That the Liberty Party is not a sectional
party but a national party ; was not originated in a de-
sire to accomplish a single object, but iu a comprehen-
sive regard to the great interests of the whole country

;

is not a new party, nor a third party, but is the party
of 1776, reviving the principles of that memorable era,
and striving to carry them into practical application.

Jiesulved, That it was understood in the times of the
Declaration and the Constitution, that the existence of
slavery in some of the States, was in derogation of the
principles of American Liberty, and a deep stain upon
the character of the country, and the implied faith of the
States and the Nation was pledged, that slavery should
never be extended beyond its then e:sisting limits, but
should be gradually, and yet, at no distant day, wholly
abolished by State authority.
liemlved, That the faith of the States and the Nation

thus pledged, was most nobly redeemed by the voluntary
Abolition of Slavery in several of the States, and by the
adoption of the Ordinance of 1787, for the government
of the Territory northwest of the river Ohio, then tlie ouly
Territory in the United States, and consequently the only
territory subject in this respect to the control of Congress
by which O.dinance Slavery was forever excluded from
the vast regions which now compose the States of Ohio,
Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, and the Territory of Wiscon-
sin, and an incapacity to bear up any other than freemen,
was impressed on the soil itself.

Resolved, That the faith of the States and Nation
thus pledged, htis been shamefully violated by the omis-
sion on the part of many of the States, to take any
measures whatever for the Abolition of Slavery within
their respective limits ; by the continuance of Slavery
in the District of Columbia, and in the Territories of
Louisiana and Florida ; by the Legislation of Congress

;

by the protection afforded by national legislation and
negotiation to slaveholding in American vessels, on the
high seas, employed in the coastwise Slave Traffic ; and
by the extension of slavery far beyond its original
limits, by acts of Congress, admitting new Slave States
into the Union.

iiesolved, That the fundamental truths of the Declara-
tion of Independence, that all men are endowed by their
C.eator with certain inalienable rights, among which are
life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness, was made the
fundamental law of our National Government, by that
amendment of the Constitution which declares that no
person shall be deprived of life, liberty or property,
Without due process of law.
Rusolved, That we recognize as sound, the doctrine

maintained by slaveholding jurists, that slavery is

against natural rights, and strictly local, and that its ex-
istence and continuance rests on no oilier support than
Stale Legislation, and not on any authority of Congress.

Resolve//, That the General Government has, under
the Conslilution, no power to establish or continue
Slavery anywhere, and therefore that all treaties and
acta of Congress establishing, continuing or favoring
Slavery in the District of Columbia, in the Territory of

Florida, or on the high seas, are unconstitutional, and all

attempts to hold men as property within the limits of ex-
clusive national jurisdiction, ought to be prohibited by law.
Resolved, That the provision of the Constitution of the

United States, which confers extraordinary political

powers on the owners of slaves, and thereby constitut-
ing the two hundred and fifty thousand slaveholders in

the Slave Stales a privileged a; islocracj' ; and the pro-
vision for the reclamation of fugitive slaves from service,
are Anti-Republican in their character, dangerous to the
liberties of the people, and ought to be abrogated.
Resolved, That the practical operation ot the second

of these provisions, is seen in the enactment of the act
of Congress respecting persons escaping from their mas-
ters, which act, if the construction given to it by the
Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Prigg
vs. Pennsylvania be correct, nullifies the habeas corpus
acts of all the States, takes away the whole legal security
of personal freedom, and ought therefore to be immedi-
ately repealed.
Resolved, That the peculiar patronage and support

hitherto extended to Slavery and Slaveholding, by the
General Government, ought to be immediately with-
drawn, and the example and influence of National
authority ought to be arrayed on the side of Liberty and
Free Labor.
Resolved, That the practice of the General Govern-

ment, which prevails in the Slave States, of employing
Slaves upon the public works, instead of free laborers,

and paying aristocratic masters, with a view to secure or
reward political services, is utterly indefensible and
ought to be abandoned.
Resolved, That freedom of speech, and of the press,

and the right of petition, and the right of trial by jury,
are sacred and inviolable ; and that all rules, regula-
tions and laws, in derogation of either are oppressive, un-
constitutional, and not to be endured by free people.
Resolved, That we regard voting in an eminent de-

gree, as a moral and religious duty, which, when exer-

cised, should be by voting for those who will do all in

their power for Immediate Emancipation.
Resolved, That this Convention recommend to the

friends of Liberty in all those Free States where any in-

equality of rights and privileges exists on account of

color, to employ their utmost energies to remove all such
remnants and effects of the Slave system.

Whereas, The Constitution of these United States is

a series of agreements, covenants, or contracts between
the people of the United Stales, each with all and all

with each ; and
Whereas, It is a principle of universal morality, that

the moral laws of the Creator are paramount to all

human laws ; or, in the language of an Apostle, that

"we ought to obey God rather than men;" and,
Whereus, The principle of common law—that any

contract, covenant, or agreement, to do an act deroga-

tory to natural right, is vitiated and annulled by its in-

herent immorality—has been recognized by one of the

justices of the Supreme Court of the United Slates, who
in a recent case expressly holds that " any contract
that rests upon such a basis is void ,•" and.

Whereas, The third clause of the second section of

the fourth article of the Constitution of the United
States, when construed as providing for the surrender of

a Fugitive Slave, does " rest upon such a basis," in that

it is a contract to rob a man of a natural right—namely,
his natural right to his own liberty ; and is, therefore,

absolutely void. Therefore,
Resohed, That we hereby give it to be distinctly

understood by this nation and the world, that, as aboli-

tionists, considering that the strength of our cause lies

in its righteousness, and our hope for it iu our conformity

to the laws of God, and our respect fur the kights of
MAN, we owe it to the Sovereign Kuler of the universe, as

a proof of our allegiance to Him, in all our civil relations

and otEces, whether as private citizens or as public

functionaries sworn to support the Constitution of the

United States, to regard and to treat the third clause of

the fourth article of that instrument, whenever applied

to the case of a fugitive slave, as utterly null and void,

and consequently as forming no part of the Constitution

of the United States, whenever we are called upon oi

sworn to support it.

Resolved, That the power given to Congress by the

Constitution, to provide for calling out the militia to

suppress insurrection, does not make it the duty of the

Government to maintain Slavery by military force, much
less does it make it the duty of the citizens to form a
part of such military force. When freemen unsheath the

sword it should be to strike for Liberty, not for Despot-

ism.

Resolved, That to preserve the peace of the citizens, and
secure the blessings of freedom, the Legislature of each oi
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the Free States onght to keep in force suitable statutes I

rendering it penal for any of its inhabitants to transport,
[

or aid in transporting from such State, any person
|

sought, to be thus transported, merely because subject
|

to the slave laws of any other State ; this remnant of in-

dependence being accorded to the Free States, by the

decision of the Supreme Court, in the case of Prigg va.

the State of Pennsylvania.

WHIG NATIONAL CONVENTION, 1848.

A Whig National Convention met at Phila-

delphia, on the 7th of June, 1848, over which

John M. Morehead, of North Carolina, presided.

After a rather stormy session of three days.

Gen. Zachary Taylor, of Louisiana, was nomi-

nated for President, and Millard Fillmore, of

New-York, for Vice-President. Gen. Taylor

was nominated on the fourth ballot, as follows

:

BALLOTI.NGS.

1st. 24. 3d. llh.

Taylor Ill 118 133 ITl

Clay 97 86 74 S3

Scott 43 49 54 63
Webster 22 22 17 13
Clayton 4 4 1 —
McLean 2 1 — —

Total 279 2S0 279 279

Mr. Fillmore was nominated for Vice-Presi-

dent on the second ballot, by the following

vote :

BALLOIISGS."
1st. 2(1.

M. Fillmore 115 173
Abbott Lawrence 109 S3
Scattering 50 4

Total 274 260

Of the scattering vote cast on the first ballot,

Gforge Evans, of Maine, received 6 ; T. M. T.

McKennen, of Pa., 13; Andrew Stewart, of Pa.,

14 ; and John Sergeant, of Pa.. 6.

The Convention adopted no Platform of

Principles. Alter it had been organized, and a

resolution offered to go into a ballot for candi-

dates for President and Vice-President, Mr.
Lewis D. Campbell, of Ohio, moved to amend
as follows

:

Resolved, That no candidate shall be entitled to re-

ceive the nomination of this Convention for President
or Vice-President, unless he has given assurances that
he will abide by and support the nomination ; that if

nominated he will accept the nomination; that he will

consider himself the candidate of the Whigs, and use
all proper influence to bring into practical operation the
principles and measures of the Wliig Party.

This resolution met with decided opposition,

and the president ruled it out of order, from
which decision Mr. Campbell appealed, and in a

, speech contended that it was strictly in order to

define what sort of candidate should be voted
for, and to declare that none but sound Whigs
should receive important nominations at the

hands of a Whig National Convention. The
appeal was tabled.

Mr. Fuller, of New York, offered the follow-

ing

:

ReaoVced, That as the first duty of the representatives

of the Whig Party is to preserve the principles and in-

tegrity of the party, the claims of no candidate can be
considered by this Convention unless such candidate
stands pledged to support, in good faith, the nominees
and to be the exponent of Whig Principles.

'

The president ruled this resolution out of

order, and Mr. Fuller appealed, insisting that

no true Whig could reasonably object to his

proposition. This appeal was also laid on the

table.

After Gen. Taylor had been nominated, Mr.

Charles Allen, of Massachusetts, offered tho

following :

Resolved, That the Whig Party, through its represen-
tatives here, agrees to abide by the nomination of Gen.
Zachary Taylor, on condition that he will accept the

nomination as the candidate of the Whig Party, and
adhere to its great fundamental principles—no exten-

sion of slave territory—no acquisition of foreign terri-

tory by conquest—protection to American Industry, and
opposition to Executive usurpation.

The president immediately decided the reso-

lution out of order, and no further notice was
taken of it

After the nomination for Vice-President had
been made, Mr. McCuUough, of New-Jersey,

offered the following

:

Resolved, That Gen. Zachary Taylor, of Louisiana,

and Millard Fillmore, of New-York, be, and they are

hereby unanimously nominated as the Whig candidates

for President and Vice-President of the United States.

Mr. D. R. Tilden, of Ohio, proposed the fol-

lowing, expressing the opinion that some such

declaration by the Convention would be neces-

sary, in order to secure the vote of Ohio for

the nominee :

Resolved, That while all power is denied to Congress,
under the Constitution, to control, or in any way inter-

fere with the institution of Slavery within the several
States of this Union, it nevertheless has the power and
it is the duty of Congress to prohibit the Introduction or
existence of Slavery in any territory now possessed, or
which may hereafter be acquired,by the United States.

This resolution, like all others affirming Whig
or Anti-Slavery principles, was ruled out of
order, and laid on the table. A motion was
made to divide Mr. McCulloughs resolve, so

that the vote could be takeu separately on
President and on Vice-President, when, after

discussion, the resolve was withdrawn.
Mr. Billiard, of Alabama, offered a resolve

indorsing Gen. Taylor's letter to Captain Alli-

son, which, meeting opposition, was withdrawn
;

so the Convention adjourned without passing

any resolves having reference to Whig prin-

ciples, the issues before the country, or of coq-

currence in the nominations.

RATIFICATION MEETING AT PHILA-
DELPHIA.

On the evening of the last day of the session

(9th June), a ratification meeting was held at

Philadelphia, at which Gov. Wm. F. Johnston,
of Pa., presided, and at which speeches were
delivered by Governor Morehead, Gen. Leslie

Coombs, of Ky., and several others, and at

which the following resolves, reported by W. S.

Price, of Pennsylvania, were adopted :

1. Resolved, That the Whigs of the United States,

here assembled by their Representatives, heartily ratify
the nominations of Gen. Zachary Taylor as President,
and Millard Fillmore as Vice-President of the United
States, and pledge themselves to their support.

2. Resolved, That in the choice of Gen. Taylor as the
Whig Candidate for President, we are glad to discover

s.v mpathy with a great popular sentiment throughout the
nation— a sentiment which, having its origin in admira-
tion of great military success, has been stiengthenedby
the development, in every action and every word, of
sound conservative opinions, and of true fidelity to the
great e.xaniple of former days, and to the principles of
the Constitution as administered by its founders.

3. Resolved, That Gen. Taylor, in saying that, had he
voted in 1344, he would have voted the Whig ticket,
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gives us the assurance—and no better is needed from a
consistent and truth-speaking man— that his heart was
with us at the crisis of our political destiny, when Henry
Clay was our candidate and when not only Whig prin-

ciples were well defined and clearly asserted, but Whig
measures depended on success. The heart that was
with us then is with us now, and we have a soldier's word
of honor, and a life of public and private virtue, as the
security.

4. Resolved, That we look on Gen. Taylor's adminis-
tration of the Government as one conducive of Peace,
Prosperity and Union. Of Peace—because no one bet-

ter knows, or has greater reason to deplore, what he has
seen sadly on the field of victory, the horrors of war,
and especially of a foreign and aggressive war. Of
Prosperity—now more than ever needed to relieve the
nation from a burden of debt, and restore industry

—

agricultural, manufacturing and commercial — to its

accustomed and peaceful functions and influences. Of
Union—because we have a candidate whose very posi-

tion as a Southwestern man, reared on the banks of the

great stream whose tributaries, natural and artificial,

embrace the whole Union, renders the protection of the
interests of the whole country his first trust, and whose
varied duties in past life have been rendered, not on the

soil, or under the flag of any State or section, but over
the wide frontier, and under the broad banner of the

Nation.
5. liesolved. That standing, as the Whig Party does,

on the broad and firm platform of the Constitution,

braced up by all its inviolable and sacred guarantees
and compromises, and cherished in the affections

because protective of the interests of the people, we are

proud to have, as the exponent of our opinions, one who
is pledged to construe it by the wise and generous rules

which Washington applied to it, and who has said, (and
no Whig desires any other assurance) that he will make
Washington's Administration the model of his own.

6. liesolved, That as Whigs and Americans, we are

proud to acknowledge our gratitude for the great mili-

tary services which, beginning at Palo Alto, and ending
at Buena Vista, first awakened the American people to

a just estimate of him who is now our AVhig Candidate.
In the discharge of a painful duty—for his march into

the enemy's country was a reluctant one; in the com-
mand of regulars at one time, and volunteers at another,

and of both combined ; in the decisive though punctual
discipline of his camp, where all respected and beloved
him ; in the negotiation of terms for a dejected and
desperate enemy ; in the exigency of actual conflict,

when the balance was perilously doubtful—we have
found him the same—brave, distinguished and conside-

rate, no heartless spectator of bloodshed, no trifler with
human life or human happiness ; and we do not know
which to admire most, his heroism in withstanding the

assaults of the enemy in the most hopeless fields of

Buena Vista—mourning in generous sorrow over the
graves of Ringgold, of Clay, or of Hardin— or in giving

iu the heat of battle terms of merciful capitulation to a
vanquished foe at Monterey, and not being ashamed to

avow that he did it to spare women and children, help-

less infancy, and more helpless age, against whom no
American soldier ever wars. Such a military man,
whose triumphs are neither remote nor doubtful, whose
\irlues these trials have tested, we are proud to make
our Candidate.

T. liesolved, That in support of such a nomination we
ask our Whig friends throughout the nation to unite,

to co-operate zealously, resolutely, with earnestness in

belialf of our Candidate, whom calumny cannot reach,

and with respectful demeanor to our adversaries, whose
Candidates have yet to prove their claims on the grati-

tude of the nation.

This election resulted in the choice of the

Whig Candidates, as follows:

Taylor and Fillmore—Vermont, 6 ; Massachusetts, 12
;

Rhode Island, 4 ; Connecticut, 6 ; New-York, 36 ; New-
Jersey, 7; Pennsylvania, 2G ; Delaware, 8; Maryland,
8; North Carolina, 11 ; Georgia, 10; Lousiana, 6; Ten-
nessee, 13 ; Kentucky, 12 ; Florida, 3—163.

Cass and Butler—Maine, 9; New-Hampshire, 6; Vir-

ginia, 17 ; South Carolina, 9 ; Alabama, 9 ; Mississippi,

t> ; Ohio, 23 ; Indiana, 12 ; Illinois, 9 ; Missouri, 7 ; Ar-
kansas, 3 ; Michigan, 5 ; Texas, 4 ; Iowa, 4 : Wisconsin,
4-127.

DEMOCRATIC CONVENTION, 1848.

The Democratic National Convention for

1848, assembled iu Baltimore on the 22d of

May. Andrew Stevenson of Va., presided.

Nevr-York had sent a double delegation: (" Barn-
burners" for Van Buren and Hunkers for Dick-

inson). The Convention decided to admit both
delegations, which satisfied neither, and both
declined to take part in the proceedings. The
two-third rule was adopted, and Gen. Lewis Caes

was nominated for President on the 4th ballot

as follows: [170 votes necessary to a choice."!

Cass



NATIONAL CONVENTIONb AND TLATFORMS. 17

proval of two-thirds of the Senate and House of Repre-
sentatives until the judgment of the people can be
obtained thereon, and which has saved the American
people from the corrupt and tyrannical domination of

tlie bank of the United States, and from a corrupting
system of general internal improvements.

Jieso/veii, that the war with Mexico, provol^ed on her
part, by years of insult and injury, was commenced by
lier armj- crossing the Rio Grande, attacking the Ameri-
can troops and invading our sister !?tate of Texas, and
that upon all the principles of patriotism and the

Laws of Nations, it is a just and necessary war on our

part in wluch every American citizen sliould have shown
himself on the side of his Country, and neither morally
nor physically, by word or by deed, have given " aid

and comfort to the enemy."
Jie^oleed, That we would be rejoiced at the assurance

of a peace with .Mexico, founded on the just principles

(rf indemnity for the past and security for the future ; but

that while the ratification of the liberal treaty oll'ered to

Mexico remains in doubt, it is the duty of the country to

sustain the administration and to sustain tlie country in

every measure necessary to provide for the vigorous

prosecution of the war, should that treaty be rejected.

Jiesoiced, That the officers and soldiers who have
carried the arms of their country into Mexico, have
crowned it with imperishable glory. Their unconquer-
able courage, their daring enterprise, their unfaltering

l)erseverauce and fortitude when assailed on all sides by
innumeralde foes and that more formidable enemy—the
diseases of the climate— exalt their devoted patriotism

Into the highest heroism, and give them a right to the
profound gratitude of their country, and the admiration
of the world.

liesolced. That the Democratic National Convention
of 30 States composing the American Republic tender
their fraternal congratulations to the National Conven-
tion of the Uepublic of France, now a^ssembled as the
free-suffrage Representatives of the Sovereignty of thirty-

five millions of Republicans to establish government on
those eternal principles of equal rights for which their

Lafayette and our Washington fought side by side in

the struggle for our National Independence ; and we
would esjiecially convey to them and to the whole peo-
ple of France, our eai-nest wishes for the consolidation
of liieir liberties, through the wisdom that shall guide their

cuuucils, on the basis of a Democratic Constitution, not
denved from the grants or concessions of kings or
dynasties, but originating from the only true souaxe of
pol.tical power recognized in the States of this Union

;

t-iie inherent and inalienable right of the people, in their

sovereign capacity, to make and to amend their forms
of government in such manner aa the welfare of the
community may require.

Jie.'ioiced, That the recent development of this grand
political truth, of the sovereignty of the people and
tiieir capacity and power for self-government, which is

prostrating thrones and erecting Republics on the ruins

of despotism in the old world, we feel that a high and
sacred duty is devolved, with increased responsibilitj-,

upon the Democratic party of this country, as the party
of the people, to sustain and advance among us Consti-
tutional Liberty, Equality and Fraternity, by continuing
to resist all monopoUes and exclusive legislation fur the
benefit of the few at the expense of the many, and by a
vigilant and constant adherence to those principles and
compromises of the Constitution which are broad enough
and strong enough to embrace and uphold the Union as

it was, the Union as it is, and the Union as it shall be in

the full expansion of the energies and capacity of this

great and progressive people.
liasoloed, That a copy of these resolutions be for-

warded through the American Minister at Paris, to the
National Convention of the Republic of France.
Besolved, That the fruits of the great political triumph

of lSi4, which elected James K. Polk and George JM.

Dallas President and Vice-President of the United States,

have fulfilled the hopes of the Democracy of the Union
in defeating the declared purposes of their opponents in

creating a National Bank, in preventing the corrupt and
unconstitutional distribution of the Land Proceeds from
the common treasury of the Union for local purposes, in

protecting the Currency and Labor of the country from
ruinous fluctuations ; and guarding the money of the
country for the use of the people by the establishment
of tiie Constitutional treasury ; in the noble impulse
given to tlie cause of Free Trade by the repeal of the

. tar.tf of 42, and the creation of the more equal, honest,
and productive tariff of 1846; and that, in our opinion,

it would be a fatal error to weaken the bauds of a politi-

cal organization by which these great reforms have
been achieved, and risk tliera in the hands of their

known adversaries, with whatever delusive appeals they

may solicit our surrender of that vigilance which is the
only safeguard of liberty.

Hesvlived, That the confidence of the Democracy of
the Union, in the principles, capacity, firiuuess and in-

tegrity of James K. Polk, manifested by bis nomination
and election in 1844, has been signally justified by the
strictness of his adherence to Bound Democratic doc-
trines, by the purity of purpose, the energy and ability

which have characterized his admiuistration in all our
affairs at home and abroad ; that we tender to him our
cordial congratulations upon the brilliant success which
has hitherto crowned his patriotic efforts, and assure him
in advance, that at the expiration of his Presidential
term he will carry with him to his retirement, the esteem,
respect, and admiration of a grateful country.

Jieaohied, That this Convention hereby present to the
people of the United States, Lewis Cass, of Michigan, as
ilie candidate of the Democratic party for the office M'
President, aud \Villiam O. iiutler of Ky, for Vice-Pr&si-

deut of the U. S.

The following resolutiou ^vas offered by Mr.
Yaiicy, of Ala.

Resolved, That the doctrine of non-interference with
the rights of property of any portion of the people of this

Confederacy, be it in the States or Territories thereof,

by any other than the parties interested in them, is the
true Republican doctrine recognized by this body.

Thia resolution wa3 rejected : Yeas, '66
; nays,

21t)—the yeas being: Georgia, ; tioutii Caro-

lina, 9 ; Alabama, y ; Arkansas, U ; Florida, 3
;

iMarylaud, 1 ; Kentucky, 1.

FilEE DEMOCRATIC CONVENTION, 1848.

The Barnburners of New York, who were
disgusted with the proceedings of the National
Convention which had nominated Cass aud But-
ler for President and Vice-1'resident, met in

Convention at Utica, on the 22d of June, 1S48.
Delegates were also present from Ohio, Wiscon-
sin and Massachusetts. Col. Samuel Young pre-

sided over the dehberations of this Convention
;

and Martin Van Bureu was nominated for Presi-

dent, with Henry Dodge, of Wisconsin, for

Vice-President. Gen. Dodge subsequently de-

clined.

On tlie 9th of August following, a Conveo-
tiou was held at Buffalo, which was attended by
delegates from the States of Maine, New-Hamp-
shire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Connecticut,
Khode Island, New-York, New-.Jersey, Pennsyl
vauia; Maryland, Delaware, Virginia, Illinois,

Wisconsin, Michigan, Indiana, Iowa, and tho
District of Columbia. Charles Francis Adams,
of Massachusetts, presided, and the Convention
nominated Messrs. Van Buren and Adams as

candidates for President and Vice-President,

and adopted the following Resolves, since

known as

THE BUFFALO PLATFORil.

Wli,6re<M, We have assembled in Convention, as a
union of freemen, for the sake of freedom, forgetting
all past political differences in a common resolve to
uiaiuiain tlie rights of free labor against the aggressions
of the Slave Power, and to secure free soil to a frea
people.

Aiid Whereas, The political Conventions recently as-
sembled at Baltimore and Philadelphia, the one stifling

the voice of a great constituency, entitled to be heard in
its deliberations, and the other abandoning its distinctive
principles for mere availability, have dissolved the Na-
tional party organiaalious heretofore e.xisting, by nomi-
nating lor the Chief Magistracy of the United States, un-
iler tlie slavehulding dictation, candidates, neither of
wnoin can be supported by the opponents of Slavery Ex-A
teujiou without a saorilice of consistency, duty aud self-

respect
;

And whereas. These nominations so made, furnish the
occasion ana demonstrate the necessity of liie union of
tiic iieople under the banner of Free Demo';racy, in a sol-
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'?nn mill formal declaration of their independence of the

^i,^.; ijijwer, and of their fixed detenuinatiou to rescue
tu« Fe.leral tiuverntuent from its control;
Kenolved, therefore, That we, the people here assem-

bled, remembering tlie example of our fathers, in the days
of the lir.-t Declaration of Independence, putting our trust

ill Uod tor the triumph of our cause, and invoking his

guidance in our endeavors to advance it, do now plant
ourselves upon the Naiional platform of Freedom in oppo-
tiiion to the .-ectional platform of Slavery.

Jiesoive-d, That Sl.tvery in the several States of this

ITniun which recognize its existence, depends upon State

laws alone, which cannot be repealed or modified by the

Federal Uovernmeni, and for which laws that govern-
ment is nut responsible. We therefore propose no iuler-

fereuce by Congress wiih Slavery within tue limits of any
State.

Beeolved, That the Proviso of Jefferson, to prohibit the

existe;ice of Slavery after 1800, in all theTerriioriesof the

United States, Soullieni and Northern; the votes of six

States and sixteen delegates, in the Congress of 1T84, for

the Proviso, to three States and seven delegates against
it; the actual exclusion of Slavery from the Nortliwest-

ern Territory, by the Ordinance of 17S7, unanimously
adopted by the States in Congress; and the entire history

of that period, clearly show that it was the settled policy

of the Nation not to extend, nationalize or encourage, but

to limit, localize and discourage Slavery; and to this pol-

icy, which should nevL-r have been departed from, the

Uoverninent ouglit to return.
Resolved, That our fathers ordained the Constitution

of the United States, in order, among other great national

oljjects, to establish justice, promote the general welfare,

and secure the blessings of liberty ; but expressly denied
to the Federal Government, which they created, all con-
stitutional power to deprive any person of life, liberty,

or property, without due legal process.
Re-Bolved, That In the judgment of this Convention,

Coiigiess lias no more power to make a Slave than to make
aKuig; no more power to institute or establish Slavery
thau to institute or establish a Monarchy : no such power
can be found among those specifically conferred by the

Coustitution, or derived by just implication from them.
Hesolved, That it is Uie duty of the Federal Govern-

ment to relieve itself from all responsibility for tlie exist-

ence or continuance of slavery wherever the government
possesses constitutional authority to legislate on that

subject, and it is thus responsible for its existence.

Unsolved, That the true, and in the judgment of this

Convention, the only safe means of preventing the ex-

tension of Slavery into Territory now Free, is to prohibit

rtji extension in all such Territory by an act of Congress.

Hesolead, Ttiat we accept the issue which the aiave

power has forced upon us ; and to their demand for more
Slave States, and more Slave Territory, our calm but final

answer is, no more Slave States and no more Slave Ter-

ritory. Let the soil of our extensive domains be keiit

free for the hardy pioneers of our own land, and the op-

pressed and banishfid of other lauds, seeking homes of

comfort and fields of enterprise in the new world.

Hesolved, That the bill lately reported by the committee
of eight ill the Senate of the United States, was no com-
promise, but an absolute surrender of tlie rights of the

Non-Slaveholders of all the States ; and while we rejoice

to know that a measure whicli, while opening the door for

the introduction of Slavery into Territories now free,

would also have opened the door to litigation ajid sirifc

among the future inhabitants thereof, to the ruin of their

peace and jirosperily, was defeated in the House of ilepre-

seiitatives, its passage, in hoi. haste, by a majority, embrac-
ing several senators who voted in open violaiion of the

known will of their constituents, should warn the people
to see to it, that their representatives be not sutTered to

betray them. There must be no more Gompromifses with

Slavery ; if uiade they must be repealed.

Hesolved, That we demand freedom and established

institutions for our brethren in Oregon, now exposed to

hardsiiips, peril and massacre by the reckless bostiliiy of

the Slave I'ower to the establishuient of Free Government
for Free Territories; and not only for them, but for our

new brethren in California and New-Mexico.
Jiiioleed, It is due not only to this occasion, but to the

whole people of the United States, that we should also

declare ourselves on cerlaiu other questious of National
Policy : therefore,

limioloed. That we demand Cheap Postage for the Peo-
ple ; a retrenchment of the expenses and patronage of

•tlie Federal Government; the abolition of all unneces-
Bary offices and salaries ; and the election by the people
of all civil oUicers in the service of the government, so

far as the same may be practicable.
Resolved, That River and Harbor improvements, when

demanded by the safety and convenience of commerce

with foreign nations, or among the several States, are
objects 01 national concern, and that it is the duty of
Congress, in tlie exercise of its constitutional powers, to
provide therefor.

Resolved, Tliat the free grant to actual settlers, in con
sideration of the expenses they incur in making settle-
ments in the wilderness, which are usually fully equal to
their actual cost, and of the public benefits resulting
therefrom, of reasonable portions of the public lands,
under suitable limitations, is a wise and just measure of
public policy, which will promote in various ways the ii>
terests of all the States of this Union; and we tliereforu
recommend it to the favorable consideration of the Ameri-
can peoide.
Resolved, That the obligations of honor and patriot-

ism require the earliest practicable payment of the na-
tional debt, and we are therefore in favor of sucti a tariff

of duties as will raise revenue adequate to defray the ne-
cessary expenses of the Federal Government, and to pay
annual instalments of our debt, and the interest thereon
Resolved, That we inscribe on our own banner, "Free

Soil, Free Speech, Free Labor, and Free Men," and under
it we will fight on, and fight ever, until a triumphant vic-

tory shall reward our exertions.

WHIG NATIONAL CONVENTION, 1852.

This body assembled at Baltimore on the 16tli

of June, and chose Gen. John G. Chapman, of
Md., as presiding officer, and, after an exciting

session of six days, nominated Gen. Winfield
Scott as President, on the 53d ballot, as follows

:

»
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to theii- reserved rights, and the General Government
sustained on its conslitutioniil power.-!, and that the

Union should be reve.eJ and watched over as the palla-

dium of our liberties.

Tliird. That while struggling freedom everywhere
enlists the warmest sympathy of the Whig parly, wc still

adhere to the doctrines of the l-'athor of his Country, as

announced in his Farewell Address, of keeping ourselves

free fiotu all entangling alliances with foreign countries,

and of never quitting our own to stand upon foreign

g.-ound ; that our mission as a republic is not to propa-
gate our opinions, or impose on cfthcr countries our
forms of government, by artifice or force; but to teach

by example, and sho\v by our success, moderation and
justice, the bles?'ings of self-government, and the advan-
tage of free institutions.

I'onrth,. That, as the people make and control the

Government, they should obey its constitution, laws and
treaties as they would retain their self-respect, and the

respect which they claim and will enforce from foi eiga

powers.
Fifik. Government should be conducted on principles

of tlie strictest economy ; and revenue suflicient for the

expenses thereof, in time, ought to be derived mainly
from a duty on imports, and not from direct taxes ; and
on laying such duties sound policy requires a just dis-

crimination, and, when practicable, by specific duties,

whereby suitable encouragement may be afforded to

American industry, equally to all classes and to all por-
tions of the country ; an economical administration of

the Government, in time of peace, ought to be derived
from duties on imports, and not from direct taxation

;

and in laying such d-ities, sound policy requires a just

discrimination, whereby suitable encouragement maybe
afforded to American industry, equally to all classes, and
to all parts of the country.
Sixfb. The Constitution vests in Congress the power

to open and repair harbors, and remove obstructions
from navigable rivers, wlienever such improvements are
necessary for the common defense, and for the protec-
tion and facility of commerce witii foreign nations, or
among the States—said improvements being in every
instance national and general in their character.

SeViinih. The Federal and State Governments are parts

of one system, alike necessary for the common prosper-

ity, peace and security, and ought to be regarded alike

with a cordial, habitual and immovable attachment.
Respect for the authority of each, and acquiescence in

the just constitutional measures of each, are duties
required by the plainest considerations of National,
Slate and individual welfare.

Eighth. That the series of acts of the 32d Congress, the
Act known as the Fugitive Slave law included, ore
received and acquiesced in by the Whig party of the
United States as a settlement in principle and substance
of the dangerous and exciting questions which they
embrace ; and, so far as they are concerned, we will

maintain them, and insist upon their strict enforcement,
until time and experience shall demonstrate the neces-
sity of further legislation to guard against the evasion of

the laws on the one hand and the abuse of their powers
ou the other—not impair.ng their present efficiency; and
we deprecate all further agitation of the question thus
settled, as dangerous to our peace, and will discounte-
nance all eiforts to continue or renew such agitation,

whenever, wherever, or however the attempt may be
made; and we will maintain this system as essential to

the nationality of the Whig partj', aaJ the integrity of
the Union.

The above propositions Avere unanimously

adopted with the exception of the last, which

wa^ carried by a vote of 212 to 70: the dele-

gates who voted against it being supporters of

Scott as against Fillmore and Webster in the

ballotings above given.

The vote by States, on this (Compromise)

resolution, was as follows :

Yeas—Mjiine, 4; Xew-Hampshire, 5; Vermont, 5>
Massachusetts, 3; Rhode Island, 4; Connecticut, 4!
New-Vork, 11; Xew-Jerscy, 7 ; Pennsylvania, 21; Dela"
ware, 8; Maryland, S; A'irginia, 14; North Carolina,

10; South Carolina, S; Georgia, 10; Alabama, 9; Mis-
sissippi, T; Louisiana, 6 ; Oaio, 8 ; Kentucky, 12; Ten-
nessee, Vi; Indiana, 7; Illinois, t! ; Missou i, !); Arkan-
sas, 4; Florida, 3 ; lov/a, 4 ; Wisconsin. 4 ; Texas, 4

;

—212.

N.ivs—Maine, 4 ; Connecticut, 1 ; New-Yorlc, 22 ;

Pennsylvania, ti ; Ohio, 15; Wisconsin, 1; Indiana, G;
IlUuois, 5 ; Michigan, 6 ; California, 4—70.

GEM. SCOTt's acceptance.

Gen. Scott accepted the nomination and Plat-

form in the following letter.

Washinoton, June liih, 1S52.

Sir: I have had the honor tu receive from your hands
the official notice of my unanimous nomiDa'ion as tlio

Wliig candidate for the office of President of the United
States, together with a copy of the resolutions passed by
the Convention, expressing their opinions upon some of

the most prominent questions of national policy.

Tliis great distinctiim, conferred by a numerous, intelli-

gent and patriotic body, represeniing millions of my
countrymen, sinks deep into my heart ; ami rememberins;
the very eminent, names which were before tlie Convt-n-
tion in amicable competition with my own, I am made to

feel, iipi)r---ssively, the weight of respon-ihility lielonging

to iiiy new position. Not having wriiten a word to pro-

cure tliis distinction, I lost not a moment after it had
been conferred in addressing a letter to one of your mem-
bers, to signify what would be, at the proper time, the

substance of my reply to the Convention : and I now have
the honor to repeat in a more formal manner, as the occa-
sion justly demtinds, tint I accept the nomination with ilio

resolutions annexed. The political principles and meas-
ures laid liown in those resolutions are so hroad that but
little is left for me to add. I therefore barely suggest in

this place, that shouhl I, by tlie partiality of my cimntry-
men, be elevated to the Chief Magistracy of the Union, I

shall be rendy, in my connection with Congress, to re-

commend or approve of measures in regard to the man-
agement of the public domain, so as to secure an early
settlentent of the same, favor;iJ)le to actual settlers, but
consistent, nevertheless, with a due regard to the equal
rights of the whole American people in that vast national
inlieritance; and also to recommend or approve of a sin-

gle alteration in our naturalization laws, suggested by my
military experience, viz : Giving to all foreigners the
right of citizenship, who sliall faithfully serve, in time ol

war, one year on board of our public sliip-*, or in our
land forces, regular or volunteer, ou their lecei/ing an
honorable discharge from the service. In regani to the

general policy of the administration, if elected, I shouhl,

of course, look among those wiio may approve tliat poli-

cy for the agents to carry it into execution ; and I should
seek to cultivate harmony and fraternal sentiments
tiiroughout the Whig party, without attempting to re-

duce Its members, by proscription, to exact uniformity to

my own views.
Hut I should at the same time be rigorous in regard to

qualifications for office, retaining and appointing no one
either deficient in capaci'y or integrity, or in devotion to

libel ty, to the Constitution and the Union. Convinced
that tiarinony or good will hetw--en the different quarters
of our broad country is essential to the jjresent and the
lUture interests of the Republic, and wiih a devoiiou to

those interests that can know no South and no North, I

should neither countenance nor tolerate any sedition, dis-

order, faction or resistance to the law or the Union on
any pretext, in any part of the land, and I should carry
into the civil adiiiiiiislration this one principle of military

conduct—obedience to the legislative and judicial de-

partments of government, ea -h in its constitutional
sphere, saving only in respect to the Legislature, the pos-
sible resort to the veto power, always to be most cau-
tiously exercised, and under the strictest restraints and
necessities.

Finally, for my strict adherence to the principles of the
Whig party, as expressed in the resolutions of the Con-
vention, and herein suggested, with a sincere and earnest
purpose to advance tlie greatness and happ ness of the
Republic, and thus to cherish and encourage the cause of

constitutional liberty throughout, the world, avoiding
every act and thought tliiit might involve our country in

an unjust or unnecessary war, or impair the faith of
treaties, and discounteoancing all p .liiical agitations in-

jurious to the interests of society and dangerous to the
Union, I can offer no other pledge or guarantee than the
known incidents of a long p-iblic life, now undergoing the

severest e.xaminalion Feeling myself highly fortunat.!

in my associate on the ticket, and with a lively sense ui

my ohiigitions to the Convention, and to your personal
cipurtesies, I liiive the honor to remain, sir. with great
esteem, your most obedient servant,

WINFIELD SCOTT.

To Hox. ,T. G. CuAPii.vN, Presidint of Vie Whifj Na-
tional Convention.
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DEilOCRlTIC CONVENTION—1852.

This Coaventioa assenibled .it Baltiniore on
the 1st of June, John W. Davis, of Indiana,

presided, and the two-thirds rule was adopted.

Gen. Franlvlin Pierce, of New Hampshire, was
nominated for President on the 49th ballot, as

follows

:

C hJ c
1,
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FREE DEMOCRATIC COXVEXTION—1852.

The Free-Soil Democrrtcy held a National

Convention at Fittsl)urgli, on the 11th August,

185'2, Henry Wilson, of Mass., presiding. All

the Free States were represented, togetiicr witii

Delaware, Virginia, Kentueky and ilaryland.

John P. Hale, of N. H., was nominated lor Pi <si-

dent, with Geo. W. Julian, of Indiana, for Vice-

President. The Convention adopted liie fol-

lowing:

PLATFORM :

Having assembled in National Convention as the De-
mocracy of the United t^tates, united by a common
resolve to maintain right against wrong, and Freedom
against Slavery : confiding in the intelligence, patriot-

ism, and dscriminating justice of the American people,

putting our trust in God for the triumph of our cause,

and invoking his guidance in our endeavors to advance
it, we now submit to the candid judgment of all men
the following declaration of principles and measures :

1. That governments, deriving their just powers from
the consent of tlie gover«ed, are instituted among men
to secure to all those inalienable riglits of life, liberty,

and the pursuit of happiness with which they are
endowed by their Creator, and of which none can be
deprived by valid legislation, except for crime.

'i. That the true mission of American Democracy is to

maintain the Liberties of the I'eople, the Sovereignty of

llie States, and the perpetuity of the Union, by the im-
partial application to public alfairs, without sectional

discriminations of the fundamental principles of hu-
man rights, strict justice and an economical administra-
tion.

3. That the Federal Government is one of limited

powers, derived solely from the Constitution, and the
grants of power therein ought to be strictly construed by
all the departments and agents of the Government, and
it is inexpedient and dangerous to exercise doubtful con-
stitutional powers.

4. That the Constitution of the United States, ordained
to form a more perfect Union, to establish Justice and
secure the blessings of Liberty, expressly denies to the
General Government all power to deprive any person of
life, liberty or property without due i)rocess of law ; and,
therefore, the Government having no more power to

make a slave than to make a king, and no more power
to establish Slavery than to establish a Monarchy,
should at once proceed to relieve itself from all respon-
sibility for the existence of Slavery, wherever it possesses
constitutional power to legislate for its extinction.

5. That, to tile persevering and importunate demands
of the Slave power for more Slave States, new Slave
Territories and the nationalization of Slavery, our dis-

tinct and final answer is—no more Slave States, no
Slave Territory, no nationalized Slavery, and no national
Legislation for the extradition of Slaves.

0. Tliat Slavery is a sin against God, and a crime
against man, which no human enactment nor usage can
make right ; and that Christianity, humanity, and patriot-

ism alike demand its abolilion.

7. That the Fugitive Slave Act of ISoO, is repugnant
to the Constitution, to the principles of the common law,
to the spirit of Christianity, and to the sentiments of
the civilized world. We therefore deny its binding force
upon the American people, and demand its immeaiate
and total repeal.

8. That the doctrine that any human law is a finality,

and not subject to modification or repeal, is not in

accordance with the creed of the founders of our Govern-
ment, and is dangerous to the liberties of the people.

9. That the Acts of Congress, known as the Compro-
mise Measures of 1S50, by making the admission of a
sovereign State contingent upon the adoption of other
measures demanded by the special interfst of Slavery

;

by their omission to guarantee freedom in the free Terri-
tories; by their attempt to impose unconstitutional
limitations on the power of Congress and the people—to

admit new States ; by their provisions for the assump-
tion of five millions of the State debt of Texas, and for
the payment of five millions more, and the cession of a
large territory to the same Slate under menace, as an
inducement to the relinquishment of a groundless claim,
and by their invasion of the sovereignty of the States
and the liberties of the people througli the enactment
of an unjust, oppressive, and unconstitutional Fugitive
Slave Law, are proved to be inconsistent with all the
principles and maxims of Democracy, and wholly inade-
quate to the settlement of the questions of which they
are claimed to be an adjustment.

10. That no permanent settlement of the Slavery
question can be looked for except in the practical re-

cognition of the truth that Slavery is sectional and Free-
dom national ; by the total separation of the General
Government from Slavery, and the exercise of its legiti-

mate and constitutional inlluence on the side of Free-
dom ; and by leaving to the States the whole subject of
Slavery and the extradition of fugitives from service.

11. That all men have a natural right to a portion of the
soil ; and that as the use of the soil is indispensable to

life, the right of all men to the soil is as sacred as their
right to life itself.

12. That the Public Lands of the United States belong
to the People, and should not be sold to individuals nor
granted to corporations, but should be held as a sacred
trust for the benetit of the people, and should be granted
in limited quantities, free of cost, to landless settlers.

lo. That a due regard for the Federal Constitution,
a sound administrative policy, demand that the funds
of the General Government be kept separate from Hank-
ing institutions ; that inland and ocean postage should be
reduced to the lowest possible point; that no more revenue
should be raised than is required to defray the strictly

necessary expenses of the public service, and to pay off

the public Debt ; and that the power and patronage of the
Government should be diminished, by the abolition of all

unnecessary offices, salaries, and privileges, and by the
election, by the people, of all civil officers in the service
of the United States, so far as may be consistent with
the prompt and efficient transaction of the public busi-
ness.

14. That River and Ilarbor Improvements, when neces-
sary to the safety and convenience of commerce with
foreign nations, or among the several States, are objects
of national conce<'n; and it is the duty of Congress, in

the exercise of its constitutional powers, to jirovide for
the same.

15. That emigrants and exiles from the old world
should find a cordial welcome to homes of comfort and
fields of enterprise in the new; and every attempt to

abridge their privilege of becoming citizens and owners
of the soil among us, ought to be resisted with inflexible

determination.
16. That every nation has a clear right to alter or

change its own government, and to administer its own
concerns in such manner as may best secure the rights

and promote the happiness of the people; and foreign
interference with that right is a dangerous violation of
the law of nations, against which all independent govern-
ments should protest, and endeavor by all proper means
to prevent; and especially is it the duty of the Ameri-
can Government, repiesenting the Cliief Republic of
the world, to protest against, and by all proper means
to prevent the intervention of kings and emperors against
Nations seeking to establish for themselves Republican
or constitutional governments.

17. That the Independence of Ilayti ought to be
recognized by our Government, and our commercial
relations with it placed on the footing of the most
favored nations.

18. That as by the Constitution, "the citizens of each
State shall be entitled to all the privileges and immuni-
ties of citizens in the several States," the practice of
imprisoning colored seamen of other States, while the
vessels to which they belong lie in port, and refusing
the exercise of the right to bring such cases before the
Supreme Court of the United States, to test the legality

of such proceedings, is a flagrant violation of the Con-
stitution, and an invasion of the rights of the citizens

of other States utterly inconsistent with the professions
made by the slaveholders, that they wish the provisions

of the Constitution faithfully observed by every State
in the Union.

19. That we recommend the introduction into all trea-

ties hereafter to be negotiated between the United States

and foreign nations, of some provision for the amicable
settlement of difficulties by a resort to decisive arbi-

trations.

20. That the Free Democratic Party is not organized
to aid either the Whig or Democratic wing of the great
Slave Compromise party of the nation, but to defeat them
both ; and that repudiating and renouncing both, as

hopelessly corrupt, and utterly unworthy of confidence,
the purpose of the Free Democracy is to take possession

of the Federal Government, and administer it for the
better protection of the rights and interests of the whole
people.

21. That we inecribe on our banner. Free Soil, Free
Speech, Free Lal)or and Free Men, and under it will

fight on and fight ever until a triumphant victory shall
reward our e.xertions.

22. Tha*, upon this Platform the Convention presents
to the Acrican people as a candidate for the office of
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Connecticut, 6 ; Xew-York, S5; Ohio, 23; Michigan, 6;

Iowa, 4; Wisconsin, 5-114.
f ilhuore and Douelson, Maryland, 8.

AMERICAN NATIONAL CONYENTIOX—
1856.

The American National Council met in Pliila-

dclpiiia February ID, 1850. All the States ex-

cept four or five were represented. E. IJ.

Bartlett, of Ky., President of the National Coun-
cil presided, and, after a rather stormy session

of three days, devoted mainly to the discussion

of a Party Platform, the following, on the 21st,

was adopted

:

AMKRICAN PLATFORM.

1. An humble acknowledgment to the Supreme Being,

for his protecting care vouchsafed to our fathei-s in llicir

successful Uevolutionary struixgle, and hitherto mani-
fested to us, their descendants, in tlie preservation of

the liberties, the independence, and the union of these
States.

2. The perpetuation of the Federal Union and Consti-

tution, as the palladium of our civil and religious liber-

ties, and the only sure bulwarks of American Indepen-
dence.

3. Americanx must rule America ; and to this end
native-hovix citizens should be selected for all State,

Federal and municipal olfices of govemiuent employ-
ment, in preference to all others. Severtht/exx,

4. Persons born of American parents residing tempo-
rarily abroad, should be entitled to all the rights of
native-born citizens.

5. No person should be selected for political station

(whether of native or foreign birth), who recognizes any
allegiance or obligation of any description to any foreign

prince, potentate or powei", or who refuses to recognize
the Federal and State Constitutions (each within its

sphere) as paramount to all other laws, as rules of polit-

ical action.

6. The unqua!ified recognition and maintenance of the

reserved riglits of the several States, and the cultivation

of harmony and fraternal good will between the citizens

of the several States, and to this end, non-interference
by Congress with questions appertaining solely to the

individual States, and non-intervention by each State
with the affairs of any other State.

7. The recognition of the right of native-born and
naturalized citizens of the United States, permanently
residing in any territory thereof, to frame their constitu-

tion and laws, and to regulate their domestic and social

aHairs in their own mode, subject only to the provisions

of the Federal Constitution, with the privilege of admis-
sion into the Union whenever they have the requisite

population for one Representative in Congress : P/o-
vided, ahcii>/!>, that none but those who are ci izens of
the United States, under the Constitution and laws
thereof, and who have a fixed residence in any such
Territory, ought to participate in the farmation of the
Constitution, or in the enactment of laws for said Terri-

tory or State.

8. An enforcement of the principles that no State or
Territory ought to admit others than citizens to the right

of suffrage, or of holding political offices of the United
States.

9. A change in the laws of naturalization, makin«; a
continued residence of twenty-one years, of all not here-
tofore provided for, an indispensable requisite forcilizen-

Ehip hereafter, ami excluding all paupers, and persons
convicted of crime, from landing upon our shores ; but
no interference with the vested rights of foreigners.

10. Opposition to any union between Church and
State ; no interference with religious faith or worship,
and no test oaths for oBice.

11. Free and thorougli investigation into any and all

alleged abuses of public functionaries, and a strict econ-
omy in public expenditures.

12. The maintenance and enforcement of all laws con-
stitutionally enacted until said laws shall be repealed,
or shall be declared null and void by competent judicial
authority.

13. Opposition to the reckless and unwise policy of the
present Administration in the general management of
our national affairs, and more especially as shown in re-

moving " Americans " (by designation) and Conserva-
ti.'es in principle, from office, and placing fo.e'gners and
dtralsts in their places ; as shown in a truckling subser-

viency to the stronger, and an insolent and cowardly
bravado toward the weaker powers; as shown in re-

opening sectional agitation, by the repeal of the Missouri

Compromise; as shown in granting to unnaturalized for-

eigners the right of suffrage in Kansas and Nebraska; as

shown in its vacillating course on the Kansas and Ne-
braska question ; a< shown in the corruptions which per
vade some of the Departments of the Government; a?

shown in disgracing meritorious naval ollicers through
prejudice or caprice : and as shown in the blundering
mismanagement of our foreign relations.

14. Therefore, to remedy existing evils, and prevent
the disastrous consequences otherwise resulting there-

from, we would build up the "American I'arty " upon
the principles herein before stated.

15. That each State C'^uncil shall have authority to

amend their several constitutions, so as to aboli.-h tlw
several degrees and substitute a pledge of honor, instead

of other obligations, for fellowship and adiuissiou iutu

the party.

10. A free and open discussion of all political princ;

pies embraced in our Platform.

On the followuig day (Feb. 22,) the America:.

National Nominating Convention, 'coniposec

mostly of the same gentlemen who had deliber-

ated as the National Council, organized at Phila-

delphia, with 227 delegates in attendance,

Miiine, Vermont, Georgia, and South Carolina,

being the only States not represented. Ephraim
Marsh, of New-Jersey, was chosen to preside,

and the Convention remained in session till the

25th, and, after disposing of several cases of

contested seats, discussed at considerable length,

and with great warmth, the question of the

power of the National Council to establish a
Platform for the Convention, which should be
of binding force upon that body. Finally, Jlr.

Killinger, of Pennsylvania, proposed the fol-

lowing :

Resolved, That the National Council h.as no authority
to presciibe a Platform of principles for this Xominatitia
Convention, and that we will nominate for President and
Vice-President no man who is not in favor of interdict-

ing the introduction of Slavery into Territory north S6*
8U' by congressional action.

A motion to lay this resolution on the table

was adopted, 141 to 59. A motion was then
made to proceed to the nomination of a candi-

date for President, which was carried, 151 to

51, the Anti-Slavery delegates, or North Ameri-
cans, as they were called, votiitg in the nega-
tive, and desiring to postpone the nomination.

But being beaten at all points, they (to the nuna-

ber of about 5i)) either withdrew or refused to
take any further part in the proceedings of the

Convention, and many of them subsequently
supported Col. Fremont for President.

An informal ballot was then taken for Presi-

dent, which resulted as follows :

M. Fillmore, of N. Y 71
I
John Bell, Tennes.see. .. 5

George Law, N. Y 27
Garrett Davis, Ky l.S

.fohn McLean, Ohio 7

It. F. Stocliton, N. J 8
Sam. Houston, Texas... ti

|

Kenneth Kaynor, N. C.
Erastus Biooks, N. Y....
Lewis D. Camijbell, Ohio.
John M. Claiiou, Del

A fornnil ballot was then taken, when Mr-

Fillmore was nominated as follows :

Fillmore, 179 ; Law, 24 ; Kaynor, 14 ; McLean, la
Davis, 10; Houston, 3.

Necessary to a choice, 122.

Slillard Fillmore was then declared to be the

nominee.
A ballot was then taken for Vice-President,

and Andrew Jackson Donelson, of Tennessee,
was nominated as follows:

A. .T. Donelson, Ten., 181; Percy Walker, Ala., 8
Heniy J. Gardner, Mass., 8; Kenneth Itaynor, N. C, 8

Mr. Donelson was then declared to be unaui.
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mously nominated, and the Convention ad-

journed.

DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVEXTIOX—
1856.

This Convention met at Cincinnati on tlie 2d
of June, and cliose Jolin E. Ward, of Georgia,

to preside, and nominated James Buchanan on
the 17th ballot, as follows :

Ballots.
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Union, standing on tliis national platform, will abide by

and adhere to a faithful execution of the acts known at>

the Coni)iromi?e Measures, settle! by the Congress ol

1850: "the act for reclaiming fugitives from service or

labor " included ; whicli act, being desifjned to carry out

an express provision of tlie Constitution, cannot, with

fidelity thereto, be repealed, or so changed as to destroy

or Impair its efliciency.

3. Tliat the Democratic Party will resist all attempts

at renewing, in Congress or out of it, tlie agitation of tlie

Slavery question, under whatever shape or color tlie at-

tempt may be m;ide.

4. Thatthe Democratic Party will faithfully abide by
aod uphold the principles laid down in tlie Kentucicy

and Virginia resolutions of 1797 and 1798, and in the

report of Mr. Jladison to the Virginia Legislature in 179'J

—that it adopts lliese principles aa constituting one of

the main foundations of its political creed, and is re-

solved to carry them out ia their obvious meaning and
import.
And that we may more distinctly meet the issue on

which a sectional party, subsisting exclusively on
Slavery agitation, now relies to test the fidelity of the

people. North and South, to the Constitution and the

Union

—

1. JiesolvecJ, That claiming fellowship with and desir-

ing the coijperation of all who regard the preservation

of the Union under the Constitution as the paramount
issue, and repudiating all sectional parties and platforms

concerning domestic Slavery, which seek to embroil the

States and incite to treason and armed resistance to law
in the Territories, and whose avowed purpose, if con-
summated, must end in civil war and disunion, the

American Democracy recognize and adopt the principles

contained in the organic laws establishing the Territories

of Nebraska and Kansas, as embodying the only sound
and safe solution of the Slavery question, upon which
the gteat national idea of the people of this whole coun-

try can repose in its determined conservation of tlie

Union, and non-interference of Congress with Slavery in

the Territories or in the District of Columbia.
2. That tliis was the basis of tlie comijromises of 1S50,

confirmed by botli tlie Democratic and Whig parties in

National Conventions, ratified by tlie people in the elec-

tion of 1S5'2, and rishtly applied to the organization of

the Territories in Ibol.

3. That by the uniform application of the Democratic
principle to the organization of Territories, and the ad-

mission of new States with or without domestic Slavery,

as they may elect, the equal rights of all the States will

be preserved intact, the original compacts of the Consti-

tution maintained inviolate, and the perpetuity and ex-

pansion of the Union insured to its utmost capacity of

embracing, in peace and harmony, every future Ameri-
can State that may be constituied or annexed with a
republican form of government.

Hesolced, That we recognize the right of the people of

all the Territories, including Kansas and Nebraska, act-

ing through the legally and fairly expressed will of the

majority of the actual residents, and whenever the num-
ber of their inhabitants justities it, to form a Constitu-

tion, with or without domestic Slavery, and be admitted
into the Union upon terms of perfect equality with the

other States.

Iiesolced,Jinall>f, That in view of the condition of

popular insiitutions in the Old World (and the danger-
ous tendencies of sectional agitation, combined with the

attempt to enforce civil and reUgious disabilities against

the rights of acquiring and enjoying citizenship in our
own land), a high and sacred duty is involved with in-

creased responsibility upon the Democratic Party of this

country, as the party of the Union, to uphold and main-
tain the rights of every State and therel^y the Union of

the States—and to sustain and advance among us con-

stitutional liberty, by continuing to resist all monopolies
and exclusive legislation for the benefit of the few at the

expense of the many, and by a vigilant and constant

adherence to those principles and compromises of the

Constitution — which are broad enough and strong

enough to embrace and uphold the L'uion as it was, the

Union as it is, and the Union as it shall be—in the full

expression of the energies and capacity of this great and
progressive people.

1. liesolvid. That there are questions connected with

the foreign policy of this country which are inferior to

no domesf.c question whatever. The time has come for

the people of the United States to declare themselves in

favor of free seas, and prcgressive free trade throughout
the world, and, by solemu manifestations, to place their

moral influence at the side of their successful example.
2. Rexolced, That our geographical and political posi-

tion with reference to the other states of this continent,

no less than the intereat of our commerce and the devel-

opment of our growing power, requires that we should
hold sacred the principles involved in the Monroe doc-
trine. Their bearing and import admit of no miscon-
struction, and should be applied with unbending rigid-

ity.

3. Hesofved, That the great highway, which nature as
well as the assent of States most immediatel.v interested
in its maintenance has marked out for free communica-
tion between the Atlantic and the Pacific Oceans, con-
stitutes one of the must important achievements realized
by the spirit of modern times, in the unconquerable
energy of our people ; and that result would be secured
by a timely and efficient exertion of the control which
we have the right to claim over it ; and no ])ower on
earth should be suflered to impede or clog its progress
b.v any interference with relations that it may suit our
policy to establish between our Government and the
government of the States within whose dominions it lies;

we can under no circumstance surrender our prepon-
derance in the adjustment of all questions arising out
of it.

4. Jiesolved, That, in view of so commanding an inter-

est, the people of the United States cannot but sym-
pathize with the efforts which are being made by the
jieople of Central America to regenerate that portion of
the continent which covers the passage across the inter-

oceanic isthmus.

5. J'esolred, That the Democratic Party will expect of
the ne.xt Administration that every proper effort be made
to insure our ascendency in the Uulf of Mexico, and to

maintain permanent protection to the great outlets

through wliicli are emptied into its waters the products
raised out of the soil and the commodities created by
the industry of the people of our western valleys and of
the Union at large.

Jitsolved, That the Administration of Franklin
Pierce has been true to Democratic principles, and
therefore true to the great iutereits of the country

;

in the face of violent ojiposition, he has maintained the
laws at liome, and vindicated the rights of American
citizens abroad ; and therefore we i)roclaim our unquali-
fied admiration of liis measures and policy.

WHIG CONVEXTIOX—1S56.

A Whig National Convention met at Balti-

more on the 17th of Sept., 1S56—Eduanl Bates,

of Missouri, pre.sidHig. The nominations of

Millard Fillmore for President, and Andrew J.

I)onelson ibr Vice-Pre.-^ident, were nnanimously
concurred in. The Convention adojited the

I'ollowing

PLATFORM :

Eesolved, That the Whigs of the United States, now
here assembled, hereby declare their reverence for the
Constitution of the United States, their unalterable at-

tacliment to the National Union, and a fixed determina-
tion to do all in their power to preserve them for them-
selves and their posterity. They have no new principles
to announce; no new platform to establish; but are
content to broadly rest—where their fathers rested

—

upon the Constitution of the United States, wishing no
safer guide, no higher law.

Jienulved, That we regard with the deepest interest

and anxiety the present disordered condition of our
national affairs—a portion of the country ravaged by
civil war, large sections of our population e-nbiitered by
mutual recriminations ; and we distinctly trace these
calamities to the culi)able neglect of duty by the present
national administration.
JU'iohed, Tiiat tlie Government of the United States

was formed by the conjunction in political unity of wide
spread geographical sections materially differing, not
only in climate and products, but in social and domestic
institutions ; and that any cause that shall jiermanently
array the different sections of the Union in political hos- .

tility and organized jiarties founded only on geographical
distinctions luu.st inevitably prove fatal to a continuance
of the National Union.

Jiesiilced, That the Whigs of the United States declare,
as a fundamental article of political faith, an absolute
necessity for avoiding geograjihical parlies. The danger,
so clearly discerned by tiie Father of his Country, has
now become feai fully apparent in the agitation now
convulsing the nation, and must be arrested at once if

we would preserve our Constitution and our Union from
dismemberment, and the name of America from bc;ug
blotted out f. om the family of civilized nations.
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litgnlted. That all who revere the Constitution and
the Union, must look with alarm at the parties in the
field in the [tresent Pi esidential campaign—one claiming
only to represent sixteen Northern States, and the other
ai)pealing mainly to the passions and prejudxes of the
feoutliern states ; that the success of either faction must
add fuel to the liame whicli now threatens to wrap our
dearest interests in a, common ruin.

nenolviil, That the only remedy for an evil so appal-
ling is to sup|)0ft a candidate [dedged to neither of the
geographical sections now airaycd in political antagon-
ism, but holding both in a just and equal regard. We
oongratulate the friends of the Union that such a candi-
date ex'sfs in Millard Fillmore.
HeMlvci, That, without adopting or refeiTing to the

peculiar doctrines of the party which has already se-
lected .Mr. Fillmore as a candidate, we look to him as a
well-tiied and faitliful f lend of Ihe Constitution and the
Union, eminent alike for his wisdom and firmness—for
his justice and moderation in our foreign relations—for
his calm and i)acilic teujperament, so well becoming the
head of a great nation—for his devotion to the Constitu-
tion in its true spiri:—his inflexibility in executing the
laws ; but, beyond all these attributes, in possessing the
on.e transcendent merit of being a representative of
neither of the two sectional paities now struggling for
political supreiuac.v.

peisolved. That, in the present exigency of political af-

fairs, we are not called upon to discuss the subordinate
questions of administration in the exercising of the
Constitutional pov.eis of the Government. It is enough
to know that civil war is raging, and that the Union is in
peril

; and we proclaim the conviction that the restora-
tion of Mr. Fillmore to the Presidency will furnish the best
if not the only means of restoring peace.

In the election wliich ensued, Mr. Fillmore
received the vote of Miryland only, while Mr.
Buchanan obtained those of the 14 other Slave
States, andof Xew-Jersey, Pennsylvania, Indiana,
Illinois and California, making 172 in all. Col.

Fremont received the votes of the eleven other
Free States, mtiking 114 in all. Pennsylvania
and Illinois, had they voted for Col. Fremont,
would have given him the election.

REPUBLICAN CONVENTION— 1 860.

A Republican National Convention assembled
at Chicago, Illinois, on Wednesday, May 16th,

1860, delegates being in attendance from all the
Free States, as also from Delaware, Mtiryland,
Virginia, Kentucky, Missouri, Texa.s,* the Ter-
ritories of Kansas and Nebraska, and the Dis-

trict of Columbia.
Gov. Morgan, of New-York, as Chairman of

the National Executive Committee, nominated
David Wilmot as temporary Chairman, and he
was chosen. The usual Committees on perma-
nent organization, credentials, etc., were ap-
pointed, and the Convention wtis permanently
organized by the selection of George Ashmuii,
of Massachusetts, as President, with a Vice-
President and a Secretary from each State and
Territory represented. A Committee, of one
from each State and Territory, was appointed
to draft suitable resolutions, or in other words
a Platform, and the Convention adjourned.
On the following day, an interesting debate

arose on a proposition to require a vote equal
to a majority of lull delegations from all the
States to nominate candidiUes for President and
Vice-President; which, with the delegates actu-
ally in attendance, would have been about
equivalent to a two-third rule. This proposition
was voted down, and the Convention decided,
by a vote of 831 to ISO, that only a majority of

» Tlie delegHlion from T.?xas has since been proved fraudulent,
liaviuj; beeo got up in Michigan to eUect a personal end.

I

those present alid voting should be required to
I nominate candidates. The iollowing Platform

I

was adopted, and, without taking a ballot for
' President, the Convention again adjourned.

j

PI-ATF0R.M OF 1860.

I

liesolved. That we, the delegated representatives of the

I

Republican electors of the United Statts, in Convention
assembled, in discharge of the duty we owe to our con-
stituents and our country, unite iti the following decla-
rations :

1. That the history of the nation, during the Inst fori
years, has fully established the propriety and necessity
of the organizaiicui and perpetuation of the Uepublicaii
parly, and that tlie causes which called it into existenc*
are peruianent in their nature, and now, more than ever
before, demand its peaceful and constitutional tiiumph.

2. That the maintenance of the principles promulgated
in the Declaration of Independence and embodied in tlm
Federal Constitution, " That all men are created tqual;
that they are endowed by their Creator with certain in-
iilienable rights; that atnong these are life, liberty and
the pursuit of happiness; that, to secure these rights,
governments are instituted among men, deriving their
just powers from the consent of the governed," is essen-
tial to the preservation of our Republican institutions

;

and that the Federal Constitution, the Rights of thu
States, and the Union of the States, must and shall be
preserved.

3. Tliat to the Union of the States this nation owes its

unjirecedented increase in population, its surprising de-
velopment of material resources, its rapid augmentation
of wealih, its happiness at home and its honor abroad;
and we hold in abliorrence all schemes for Disunion, come
from whatever source tliey may : And we congratulate
the country that no Republican member of Congress has
uttered or countenanced the threats of Disunion so often
made by Democratic members, without rebuke and with
applause from their political associates ; and we denounco
tliose threats of disunion, in case of a popular overthrow
of tlieir ascendency, as denying the vital principles of a
free government, and as an avowal of contemplated tretw-

son, which it is tlie imperative duty of an indignant Peo-
ple sternly to rebuke and forever silence.

4. That the maintenance inviolate of the rights of the

States, and especially the right of each State to order and
control its owji domestic institutions according to its own
judgment exclusively, is essential to that biilance of pow-
ers on wliich the perfection and endurance of our politi-

cal fabric depends ; and we denounce the lawless inv;ision

by armed force of the soil of any State or Territory, no
matter under what pretext, as among the gravest of
crimes.

5. That the present Democratic Administration has far
exceeded our worst apprehensions, in its measureless sub-
serviency to the exactions of a sectional interest, as es-

pecially evinced in iis desprrate exertions to force the
infamous Lecompton Constitution upon the protesting
people of Kansas; in construii g the personal relation

itetween master and servant to involve tin unqualified

properly in persons ; in its attempted entorcement, every-
wliere, on land and sea, llirougli the interventi'in of Con-
gress and of the Federal Comts of the extreme preten-
sions of a purely local interest ; and in its general and
unvarying abuse of the jiower intrusted to it by a confid-

ing people.

G. That the people justly view with alarm the reckless

extravagance which pervades every department of tha

Federal Government; that a return to rigid economy
and accountability is indispensable to arrest the syste-

matic plunder of ibe piddic treasury by f.ivored parti-

sans; while tlie recent startling developments of Irauda
and corruptions at the Federal metropolis, show that an
entire change of aiiminisiration is imperatively de-
manded.

7. iliat the new dogma thtit the Constitution, of its

own force, carries .Slavi^ry into any or all of the Territo-

ries of the United States, is a danger(uis political heresy,

at variance with the exi»licit provisions of that instru-

ment itself, with cotemporaneous exposition, and with
legislative and judicial precedent; is revolutionary in its

tendency, and subversive of the jieace and hartnony of
the country.

8. That tiie normal condition of all the territory of tlie

United States is that of freedom: Tlit't as our Republican
fathers, when they had abolished Slavery in all our na-
tional territory, ordnitied that; "no pi-rson shouW be de-

))rived of lif", lilierty, or proper, y, wiihout due process

of law," it becomes our duty, by legislation, whenever
such legislation is necessary, to m:iintaln this i)rovision

of the Constitution against all .•itlempl.s to violate it; and
we deny the authority of Co gress, of a territorial legi*
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lature, or of any iiifiividuals, to pSve lejral existence to

Slavery in any lerril.uy of the Uniteil States.

9. That we "brand the recent re-opening of the African

sUive-traile, under the cover of our national flap, aided

by perversions of judicial power, a? a crime against hu-

manity and a burning shame to our country and age
;

and we ca 1 upon Congress to take promi)t ami efficiupt

nie siires for the total and final suppression of that exe-

erab e tralBc.

10. Tiiat in the recent vetoes, by their Federal Gover-

nors, of tlie acts of the Legislatures of Kansas and Ne-

oraska, proldbiting Slavery in those Territories, we find a

practical idustration of the boasted Democratic princi-

jile of Non Intervention and Popular Sovereignty embo-

died in the Kansas-Nebraska bill, and a demonstration

of the deiepiion and fraud involved therein.

11. That Kansas should, of right, be immediately ad-

mitted as a St;ite under the Constitution recently formed

and adopted by her people, and accepted by the House

of Representatives.

12. TliHt, wh le providing revenue for the support of the

General Government by duties upon imports, sound policy

requires such an adjustment of these imposts as to en-

courage the development of the industrial interests of the

whole country : and we commend that policy of national

exchangee which secures to the working men l.beral

wages, to agriculture remunerating prices, to mechanics

and manufacturers an adequate reward for their skill,

labor, and enterprise, and to the nation commercial pros-

perity and independence.
13. That we protest against any sale or alienation to

others of the Public Lands held by actual settlers, and
against any view of the Homestead policy which regards

the settlers as paupers or suppliants for public bounty
;

and we demand the passage by Congress of the complete

and satisfactory Homestead measure which has already

passed the House.

14. That the Republican Party is opposed to any change
in our Naturalization Laws or any State legislation by
which the rignts of citiaenship hitherto accorded to immi-
grants from foreign lands shall be abridged or impaired

;

and in favor of giving a full and efficient protection to

the richts of all classes of citizens, whether native or na-

turalized, both at home and abroad.

15. That appropriations by Congress for River and
Harbor improvements of a National character, required

for the accommodation and security of an existing com-
merce, are authorized by the Constitution, and justified

by the obligations of Government to protect the lives and
properly of its citizens.

IC. Ttiat a Railroad to the Pacific Ocean is imperatively

demanded by the interests of the whole country; that

the Federal Government ought to render immediate and
efficient aid in its construction ; and that, as preliminary
thereto, a daily Overland Mail should be promptly
eetablished.

17. Finally, having thus set forth our distinctive prin-

ciples and views, we invite the cooperation of all citi-

sens, however differing on other questions, who substan-

tially agree with us in their affirmance and support.

Oa the following day, Friday, May ISth, the

Chair having announced that the naming of

candidates for President was iu order, Wm.
M. Evarts, of New-York, named William H.
Seward.

Mr. Jtidd, of Illinois, named Abraham Lin-

coln. Mr. Dudley, of New-Jersey, nominated
Wni. L. Dayton. Gov. Reeder, of Pennsylva-

vania, nominated Simon Cameron. Mr. Cart-

ter, of Ohio, nominated Salmon P. Chase.

Francis P. Blair, of Maryland, nominated Ed-
ward Bates, of Missouri.

Indiana seconded the nomination of Abraham
Lincoln. Mr. Austin Blair, of Michigan, seconded
the nomination of Mr. Seward ; so also did Carl

Schurz, of Wisconsin, ilr. Worth, of Minnesota,

and Mr. Wilder, of Kansas.

Mr. Corwin, of Ohio, nominated Judge Mc-
Lean.

Mr. Delano, of Ohio, seconded the nomination
of ]\[r. Lincoln, as did also one of the delegates

from Iowa.

The balloting then proceeded, with the follow-

ing result

:

1 5
- 3 1 - T —

1*.

FIRST BALLOT.

" M ," ad" Sj 3 =

Maine 10 6

New-Hampshire 1 T

Vermont — —
Massachusetts. .21 4
Rhode Island. .

.— —
Connecticut..
New-York
New-Jersey — —
Pennsvlvania.. H 4
Maryland 3 —
Delaware — —
Virginia 8 14
Kentucky 5
Ohio — 8
Indiana — 26 — — —
Missouri — — — — IS
Michigan 12 — — — —
Illinois — 22

Texas 4 — — — 2

AVisconsin 10
Iowa 2
California 8 — — — — — — —
Minnesota 8 — — — — — — —
Oregon... — — — — 5 — — —

Te. ritorirs.

Kansas 6 — — — — — — —
Nebraska 2 1— 1 2

Dis. of Columbia 2 — — — — — — —

S 5

14
— 47i— 1

' 8 —
6 —

2 1

1 1 1 ~ 1

Total.... 173^102 3 50^43 12 1 49 14 1 1 10

Whole number of votes, 465. Necessary to

a choice, 233.

The second ballot was then taken.

Mr. Cameron's name was withdrawn.

SECOSD BALLOT.

Maine 10 6 —
New-Hampshire 19 —
Vermont — 10 —
Massachusetts 22 4 —
Rhode Island — 3 —
Connecticut — 4 4
New-York 70 — —
New-Jersey 4 — —
Pennsylvania 2^43 —

— 8

6 —
14 —
9 —

14 —
26 —

1 2}

3 29 — —

i

Maryland
Delaware —
Virginia S
Kentucky. 7

Ohio —
Indiana —
Missouri —
Michigan 12
Illinois —
Texas G

Wisconsin 10
Iowa 2

California S
Minnesota 8 — — — — — — —
Oregon — — 5 — — — —

•
—

TeriilO'irS'

Kansas 6 — — — — — — —
Nebraska 3 1 — — —

• 2 — —
District of Columbia.. . 2 — — — — — — —

Total l.S4i ISl 35 2 8 42 J 10 3

The third ballot was taken amid excitement,

and cries for "the ballot." Intense feeling

existed during the voting, each vote being

awaited in breathless silence and expectancy.

The progress of the ballot was watched with

most intense interest, especially toward the

last, the crowd becoming silent as the contest

narrowed down. The States, as called, voted as

follows :

* Prcvlously withdrawn.
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THIBD BALLOT.
j

FIRST BALLOT,

SkUct). I » oJ •? g i .

fe -g c I ^ |. ?i

& & o 2 S G ci

Maine 10 — — 6 — — —
Nt-w-Hampshire. 1 — ^9 — — —
Vermont — — — 10 — — —
M:issacliusetts....lS — — S _ _ _
Rliode Ishiiul.... 1 — 15 1 — —
Connecticut 14 2 4 — — 1

New-York 70 — — — — — —
New-Jersey 5 — — 8 — 1 —
Pennsylvania....

—

— — 52 2 — —
Maryland 2 — — 9 _ _ _
Delaware — — — 6 — — —
Virginia 8 — — 14 — — —
Kentucky G — 4 13 — — —
Ohio — — ]6 29 2 — —
Indiana — — — 26 — — —
Missouri — IS — — — — —
Michigan 12 — — — — — —
Illinois — — — 22 _ _ _
Texas G — — — _ _ _~

Wisconsin 1(1 — — — — — —
Iowa 2 — i SJ — — —
California S — — — — — —
Minnesota 8 — — — — — —
Oregon 1 — — 4 — — —

Terriiorien.

Kansas 6 — — — — — —
Nebraska 8 — 2 1 — — —
Dist. of Columbia 2 — — — — — —

ISO 22 24i 231} 5 11
This gave Lincoln 231i votes, or within 2i of

a nomination.

Before the result was announced, Mr. Cart-

ter, of Oiiio, said—I rise, Mr. Chainiian, to an-

nounce the cliange of four votes from Ohio,

from Mr. Chase to Abraham Lincoln.

Tliis announcement, giving Mr. Lincoln a

majority, was greeted by the audience with the

most entliusiastic and thundering applause.
Mr. McCrillis, of Maine, making himself heard,

said that the young giant of the West is now of

age. Maine casts for him her 16 votes.

Mr. Andrew, of Massachusetts, changed the
vote of that State, giving 18 to Mr. Lincoln and
8 to Mr. Seward.

Mr. B. Gratz Brown, of Missouri, desired to

change tlie 18 votes of Missouri to the gallant son
of tjje West, Abraham Lincohi. Iowa, Con-
necticut, Kentucky, and Minnesota also changed
their votes. The result of the third ballot was
announced:

Whole number of votes cast 4G6
Necessary to a choice 234

Abraham Lincoln had received 354, and was
declared duly nominated.
On motion of W'm. M. Evarts, of Xew-York,

seconded by Mr. Andrew, of Massachusetts, tht;

nomination was tlien made unanimous.
On motion of Mr. Evarts, of New-York, the

Convention now took a recess till 5 o'clock, to

afford time for consultation as to Vice-President.

At 5 o'clock the Convention reassembled,
listened to nominations, and tlien proceeded to

ballot.

The following is a record of the ballotings for

Vice-President

:

Statei.

[Note.—Col.Fremonthad sent a letter by one
of the delegates from California, withdrawing
his name from tlie list of candidates for Presi-
dent. This letter was publisljed before the
meeting of the Convention.]

^ -^ t3

Maine —
New-Hauipsliire. .

.

—

Vermont —
Massacliusetts —
Rhode Island.. . .—
Connecticut 2

New-York .. 9
New-Jersey 1

Pennsylvania
Maryland .

Delaware 3
Virginia 23
Kentucky 23
Ohio —
Indiana 18
Missouri —
Michigan 4
Illinois 2
Texas —
Wisconsin 5
Iowa —
California —
Minnesota 1

Oregon —
Teri itotits.

Kansas —
Nebraska 1

Dist. of Columbia.. 2

;:; Cj t3 S
— — — 16— — — 10

lu
120 1 1 — _ _ _

2
T

. 4} 2} 24
2 — —

1 S

2 — — _

11—6 —

Total 101} 3Si 51 58 194 1 8 3 6
Total 4G1. Necessary to a choice, 232.

THE SECOND BALLOT.

States. Hamlin. Claj-. lliclima.li.

Maine 16 — —
New-Hampshire 10 — —
Vermont 10 — —
Massachusetts 26 — —
Rhode Island 8 — —
Connecticut 10 — 2
New-York 70 — —
New-Jersey 14 — —
Pennsylvania 54 — —
Maryland lo 1 —
Delaware 6 — —
Virginia — 23 —
Kentucky — 23 —
Ohio 46 — —
Indiana 12 14 —
Missouri 13 5 —
Michigan 8 4 —
Illinois 20 2 —
Texas — 6 —
Wisconsin 8 5 —
Iowa 3 — —
California 7 1 —
Minnesota 7 1 —
Oregon 3 — 2

nrritoiiex
Kansas 2 1 8
Nebraska — — 6
District of Columbia 2 — —

Total 367 86 13

Massachusetts withdrew the name of Mr.

BaTiks, and cast 26 votes for Mr. Hamlin.
Pennsylvania withdrew the name of Gov.

Reeder, and cast 54 votes for Mr. Hamlin.

On motion of Mr. Blakey, of Kentucky, the

nomination was made unanimous.

Mr. J. R. Giddings, of Ohio, offered and the

Convention adopted the following :

Ifeaolved, That we deeply sympathize with those men
who have been driven, some from their native Slates and
others fi om the States of their adoption, and are now
exiled from their homes on account of their opinions

;

and we hold the Democratic jiarty responsible for the

gross violations of that clause (jf the Constitution which
declares that citizens of each State sIkiM be entitled to

all the privileges and iiniuunities of citizens of the

several States.
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Mr. Aslirauii made a brief speech, and the

Convention adjourned sine a'ie, with nine hearty

cheers for the ticket.

NATIONAL EEPUBLICAN COMMITTEE.

The Convention previous to its adjournment
made choice of the following gentlemen as the

National Committee for the next four years

:

Maine—Charles J. Oilman', Brunswick.
Jfeic-Iliinip><Mre—George G. Togo, Concord.
Vermont—Lawkence Braisard, St. Albans.

Jfa^sachimetU—John- Z. Goodrich, Stockbridge.

Rhode Idund—Thomas G. Turner, Providence.
Connecticut—Gideon- Welles, Hartford.

A''ew- York—Edwin D. Morgan, Albany.
S'ew-Jeri>ey—Denning Duer, N. T. City.

Pennsylvania—Edward McPherson, Gettysburg
Delaicare—Nathaniel B. Smithers, Dover.
Maryland—James F. Wagner, Baltimore.
Virginia—Alfred Caldwell, Wheeling.
Ohio—Thomas Spooner, Reading, Hamilton Co.

Indiana—Solomon Meredith, Centerville.

Jllinoii—Norman B. Jcdd, Chicago.
Michigan—Acstin Blair, Jackson.
Wixcomin—Carl Schcrz, Milwaukee.
Iowa—Andrew J. Stevens, Des Moines.
Minnesota—John McKcsick, Stillwater.

Missouri—Asa S. Jones, St. Louis.

KentJKky—Cassits M. Clat, Whitehall.
California—D. W. Cheesman, Oroville.

Oregon—W. Frank Johnson, Oregon City.

Xanj-as—William A. Phillips, Lawrence.
Jiebraska—0. H. Irish, Nebraska City.

Disi. of Columbia, Joseph Gekhardt, Washington.

At a meeting held in Chicago, May IStli,

1800, tlie Coniiiiittee organized by choosing the

Hon. E. D. Morgan, of New-York, Chairman,
and George G. Fogg, of New-Hampshire, Secre-

tary. Saosequenily, the following persons were
constituted the Executive Committee:

E. D. Morgan, of New-York.
Gideon AVelles, of Connecticut.
N. B. Jcdd, of Illinois.

Carl Schirz, of Wisconsin.
John Z. Goodrich, of Massachusetts.
Denxing Dcer, of New-Jersey.
Geo. a. Fogg, of New-Uampsliire.

CONSTITUTIONAL UNION CONVENTION—
I86u.

A Convention of Delegates, coming from
twenty States, ond claiming to represent the
" Constitutional Union Party," met at Baltimore
on the 9th of May, and nominated for President
John Bell, of Tennessee, and for Vice-President
Edwaid Everett, of Massachusetts. The ballot-

iugs lor President resulted as follows :

1st. 2fl. 1st. M.
John Bell CS| 135 Edward Everett, .. 26 H
Sam. Houston,.. 57 69 i Wm. L. Goggin,... 3 —
Joliu M. Botts, .... 9i 7

I
Wm. A. Graham,.. 22 18

John McLean, 21 1
|
Wm. L. Sharkey,. . 7 fej-

J. J. Crittenden, .. 2S 11 Wm. C. Rives, ... 13 —
Necessary to a choice, 1st ballot, 128 ; second

ballot, 1-27."

The nomination of Mr. Bell was thereupon
made nnaniiuous.

Mr. Everett was unanimously nominated for

Vice-President.

The Convention adopted t!ie following as
their

PLATFOnM.

W7ierea.% Experience has demonstrated that Plat-
forms adopted by the partisan Conventions of tlie

country have had the effect to mislead and deceive the
people, and at the same time to widen the political
divisions of the country, by the creation a»d encourage-
nieut of geographxal and sectional parties ; therefore,

Hesolted, That it is both th« part of patriotism and
of duty to recog7>ize no political prinei]>le other than
TUB Constitution of the Cointry, the Union of tux
States and thk Enforckment of thk Laws, and that,

as representatives of the Constitutional Union men of

the country in National Convention assembled, wo
hereby pledge ourselves to maintain, protect and de-

fend, separately and unitedly, these great principles of
public liberty and national safety, against all enemies
at home and abroad, believing that thereby jieace may
once more be restored to tlie country, the riglits of the
People and of the States reestablished, and the Govern-
ment again placed in that condition, of justice, fraternity

and equality, which, under the example and Constitution
of our fathers, has solemly bound every citizen of the
United States to maintain a more perfect union, estab-

lish justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for

the common defense, promote the general welfare, and
secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our
posterity.

DEMOCRATIC CONVENTION—1860.

A Democratic National Convention assembled
at Charleston, S. C, on the 23d of April, 1860,

with full delegations present from every State

in the Union, and double delegations from
Illinois and New-York. One of the New-York;
delegations was elected by the State Nominating
Convention which met at Syracuse the preced-

ing autumn ; while its rival was elected by
districts, and led by Fernando Wood, Mayor of

the commercial emporium. From Illinois, one
of the delegations was favorable to Senator
Douglas, and the other opposed to that gentle-

man. Tickets of admission were given by the

National Committee to the former or "Soft"
Delegation from New York, thus deciding, so

far as their power extended, against the Wood
or " Hard" contestants, who were understood
to be opposed to the nomination of Douglas.

Francis B. Flournoy, of Arkansas, was cho-

sen temporary chairman, and the Convention
opened with an angry and stormy debate on the

question of the disputed seats. Mr. Fisher, of

Va., presented a protest from Mayor Wood,
on behalf of his delegation, against their

exclusion from the Hall. The reading of the

protest was ruled out of order, and, after a

wran cling debate, committees were appointed
on Permanent Organization and Credentials,

and the communication of Mayor Wood was
referred without reading to the latter.

On the following day, the Committee on
Organization reported the name of Caleb Cush-
ing, of Mass., for President, with one Vice-

President and one Secretary from each State,

which report was adopted. They also reported

a rule " that in any State in which it lias not
" been provided or directed by its State Con-
" vention how its vote may be given, the
" Convention will recognize the right of each
'* delegate to cast his individual vote." Which
was also adopted.

A Coininittee on Resolutions and Platform
was now appointed ; and it was voted that no
ballot for President and Vice-President should

be taken till after the adoption of a Platform.

Adjourned.
On the following day, the only progress made

by the Convention was the settlement of the

question of contested seats, by conhriniiig the

sitting delegates; that is, the "Softs" from
New-York, and the Douglas men from Illinois.

On the 26th, no progress was made, though
thare was much angry debate and many threats
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of lioltiii<i on tlie p:irt of dtlegutos from tlie

(.'ottoTi States, uiiless their views in regard to

riatforni slioukl be adoiited.

On ilie '27tii, the I'latiorni Committee, failing

to agree, presented an assortment of Platforms,

from whieii the Convention was expected to

make its selection. The nmjority report, pre-

fcented by Air. Avery, of K. C, was as fol-

lows

:

lieaolverl. That tlie riatform adopted at Cincinnati be
affirmed, wltli the following resolution:
That tlie National Demociacy of the UtUcd States

)iol(l these cardinal principles on the subject of Slavery
in the Teiritories: First, tliat Congress has no power to
abolish Slavery in the Territories ; second, that tlie Ter-
ritorial Legislature has no power to abolish Slavery in

the Territories, nor to prohibit the introduction of slaves
therein, nor any power to destroy or impair the right of
property in slaves by anj' legislation whatever.

Jiesoived, That the enactments of State Legislatures
to defeat the faithful execution of the Fugitive Slave
Law are hostile in character, subversive of the Constitu-
tion, and revolutionary in their effects.

liesoJved, That it is the duty of tlie Federal Govern-
ment to protect the rights of person and property on the
high seas, in the Territories, or wherever else its jurisdic-

tion extends.
Resolved, That it is tire duty of the Government of

the United States to afford protection to naturalized
citizens from foreign countries.

Resolved, That it is the duty of the Government of
the United States to acquire Cuba at the earliest ijrac-
ticable moment.

Tlie principal minority report, which was pre-

sented by Mr. Henry B. Payne, of Ohio, and
signed by the members of the committee
from Maine. New-Hampshire, Vermont, Rhode
Island, Connecticut, New-Jersey, Ohio, Indiana,

Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin, Iowa, Minnesota,

New-York, and Pennsylvania, (all the Free
States except Calrfornia, Oregon, and Massachu-
setts), reafiirmed the Cincinnati Platform ; de-

clared that all rights of property are judicial in

their character, and that the Democracy pledge
themselves to dei'er to the decisions of the

Supreme Court on the subject ; ample protec-

tion to citizens, native or naturalized, at home
or abroad; aid to "a Pacific Railroad;" the

acquisition of Cuba, and that all State resistance

to the Fugitive Slave Law is revolutionary and
subversive of the Constitution.

Gen. Beij. F. Butler, of Massachusetts, pie-

sented anotlier niiuority report, reatfirmiiig the

Cincinnati Platform, and declaring Democra.tic

principles unchangeable in tiieir nature when
applied to the same subject matter, and only

recommending, in addition to the Cincinnati

Platform, a resolution for the protection of all

citizens, whether native or naturalized.

Mr. Payne sta.ted that his report, although a

minority one, represented one hundred and
seventy-two electoriU votes, while the majority

report represented only one hundred and
twenty-seven electoral votes.

Mr. James A. Bayard (U. S. Senator), of Dela-

ware, presented another series of resolutions, as

follows:

The first affirmed the Cincinnati Platform.

The second declared that Territorial Govern-
ments are provisional and temporary, and that

(hiring their existence all citizens of the United
Sratcs have an equal right to settle in the Terri-

tories without their rights of cither person or
property being destroyed or impaired by Con-
gressional or Territorial legislation.

The third, that it is the duty of the Govern-

ment to protect the rights of persons or pro-
perty on the high seas, in the Territories, or
wherever else its constitutional authority ex-
tends.

The fourth that, when the settlers in a Terri-

tory have adequate population to form a State
Constitution, the right of Sovereignty com-
mences, and, being consummated by their ad-
mission into the Union, they stand upon an
equal footing with the citizens of other' States,

and that a State thus organized is to be admit-
ted into the Union, Slavery or no Slavery.

The day was spent in fierce debate, without
coming to a vote on any of these various propo-
sitions.

On the 28th, Senator Wm. Bigler, of Penn-
sylvania, moved that the majority and minority
reports be recommitted to the Convention, with
instructions to report in an hour, the following

resolutions

:

Resolved, That the Platform adopted by the Demo-
cratic party at Cincinnati be affirmed, with the followinj;

explanatory resolution

:

Resolved, Tliat the Government of a Territory, or-

ganized by an act of Congress, is provisional and tempo-
rary, and, during its existence, all citizens of the United
States have an equal right to settle in the Territory,
without their riglils, either of person or proijerty, being
destroyed or impaired by Congi-essionai or Teriitorial
Legislation.

Resolved, That the Democratic party stands pledged
to the doctrine that it is the duty of Government to
maintain all the constitutional rights of property, of
whatever kind, in the Territories, and to enforce all the
decisions of the Supreme Court in reference thereto.

Resolved. That it is the dutiy of the United States to

afford ample and complete protection to all its citizens,

whether at home or abroad, and whether native or
foreign.

Resolved, That one of the necessities of the age, in a
military, commercial and postal point of view, is speedy
communication between the Atlantic and Pacific States

;

and the Democratic Party pledge such Constitutional
Government aid as will insure the construction of a
railroad to the Pacific coast at the earliest jjractical

period.
Resolved, That the Democratic Party are in favor of

the acquisition of the Island of Cuba, on such terms as
shall be honorable to ourselves and just to Spain.

Resolved, That the enacinieiits of State Legislatures

to defeat tlie faithful execution of the Fugitive Slave
].,aw, are hostile in character, subversive of the Consti-

tution, and revolutionary in their effect.

Mr. Bigler moved the previous question.

Mr. W. Montgomery (M.C.), of Pennsylvania,

moved to lay Mr. Bigler's motion on the table.

He did not regard as a compromise a proposi-

tion for a Congressional Slave Code and the

reopening of tlie Afiicaii Slave Tiade ; but,

learning that the adoption of his motion would
have the effect of tabling the whole subject, he

withdrew it. A division of the question was
called for, and the vote was rirst taken on the

motion to recommit, which was carried, 15i to

1.^1; but the proposition to instruct the com-
mittee was laid oil the table, 242^ to 50i, as

follows :

Yeas.—Maine, 8; New-Hampshire, 5; Vermont, 5;
Massachusetts, 12i; Ithode Island, 4; Connecticut, 5;
New-Vork, 8u ; Pennsylvania, S ; Delaware, 3; Mary-
land, 51; Virginia, 15 ; North Carolina, 10 ; South Caro-

lina, 8; Georgia, 10; Florida, 3; Alabama, 9; Louisi-

ana, 0; Mississippi, 7; Texas, 4; Arkansas, 4; Missouri,

4; Kentucky, 5; Ohio, 23; Indiana, 13; Illinois, 11;

Michigan, 0; Iowa, 4; Minnesota, 4; California, 8i

—

•242;.

N.\YS.—Massachusetts, J; Connecticut,!; New-Jersey,

7; Pennsylvania, 15; Maryland, 2i ; Missouri, 9; Ten-

nessee, 11 ; Kentucky, 7 ; Indiana, 6 ; Wisconsin, 5
;

California, i ; Oregon, 3—56i.

Subseciuently, on the same day, Mr. Avery,
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from the m;ijoritv of the Comtililtoe on Platt'oiin, I
trict of Columbia. Now, we niaintiiin tliat Consp-ess haa

reportud the rollowiiio-

;

r,"=''^ '°
};m''''I'''„°'"

"''"''•!' .^''^''y .'".""^•.^'';""'.'-"> «'
' '- ICohimliia. A\ liy ? Bt'cause it is an existuii; institution.
J!eiio!vedy That tlie platform adopted liy the Democratic

party at Cincinnati be aOiruied, with tlio following ex-
planatory Resolutions:
Fimt. That the government of a Territory organized by

an act of Congress, is provisional and temi)()raiy ; and,
during its existence, all citizens of the United States have
an equal ris;ht to settle with their property in the Territory
without tlieir riglits, eitlier of person or jiroperty, being des-

troyed or impaired liycongressioaal or territorial legislation.

Second. That it is the duty of tlie Federal Government,
in all its departments, to protect, when necessary, the
lights of iH'rsoiis and property in the Territories, and
wherever else its constitutional authority e.xtends.

Third. That when the settlers iii a Territory having an
atdequate population form a State Constitution, the right

of sovereignty commences, and, being consummated by
admission into tlie Union, they stand on an equal foot-

ing with the peo])le of other States ; and the State tims
organized ought to be admitted into the Federal Union,
whether its constitution prohibits or recognizes the institu-

tion of Slavery.

J^our(/>. That the Democratic party are in favor of the
wcqiusition of the Island of Cuba, on such terms as shall

be honorable to ourselves and just to Spain, at the earliest

practicable nwment.
Fifth. That the enactments of State legislatures to de-

feat the faithful execution of the Fugitive Slave Law, are
Iiostile in character, subversive of the Constitution, and
revolutionary in their effect.

Sixth. That the Democracy of the United States recog-
nize it as the imperative duty of this Government to pro-
tect the naturalized citizen in all his rights, whether at

home or in foreign lands, to the same extent as its native-
born citizens.

Whereas, one of the greatest necessities of the age, in a
political, commercial, postal and military jioint of view, is

a speedy communication between the Pacific and Atlan-
tic coasts : Therefore be it

Resolved, That the Democratic party do hereby pledge
themselves to use every means in their power to secure the

passage of some bill, to the extent of the constitutional

authority of Congress, for the construction of a Pacific

Railroad, from the Mississipiii Kiver to the Pacific Ocean,
at the earliest practicable moment.

Mr. Avery took the floor, and spoke at length

in favor of his report, and in the course of his

remarks said

:

I have stated that we demand at the hands of our
Korthern brethren upon tlus floor that the great principle

wliich we cherish should be recognized, and in that view I

Bpeak the common sentiments of our constituents at home
;

and I intend no rellection upon those who entertain a ditfer-

ent opinion, when I say that the results and ultimate conse-
quences to tiie Southern States of this confederacy, if the
Popular Sovereignty doctrine be adopted as the doctrine
of the Democratic party, would be as dangerous and sub-
versive of their rights as the adoption of the principle of
Congressional intervention or prohibition. We say that, in

a contest for the occupation of the Territories of the United
States, the Southern men encumbered with slaves cannot
compete witli the Emigrant Aid Society at the North. We
gay tliat tlie Emigrant Aid Society can send a voter to one
of the Territories of the United States, to determine a
question relating to slavery, for the sum of $200, while it

would cost the Southern man the sum of $1500. We say,
then, that wherever there is competition between the
South and North, that the North can and will, at less ex-
pense and ditliculty, secure jiower, control and dominion
over the Territories of the Federal Government ; and if,

then, you establish the doctrine that a Territorial Legisla-
ture which maj- be established by Congress in any Terri-
tory has the right, directly or indirectly, to affect the insti-

tution of Slavery, then you can see that the Legislature by
Its action, either directly or indirectly, may finally e.x-

clude every man from the slaveholding States as ef-

fectually as if you had adopted the Wilmot Proviso out
and out
But we are told that, in advocating the doctrine we now

flo, we are violating the principles of the Cincinnati plat-

form. They say that the Cincinnati platform is a Popular
Sovereignty platform ; that it was intended to present and
practically enforce that great principle. Now, we who
made this report deny that this is the true construction of
tlie Cincinnati platform. We of the South say that when
we voted for the Cuicinnati platform we understood, from
the fact that the Territories stand in the same position as
tlie District of Columbia, that non-interference and non-
intervention in the Territories was that same sort of non-
interference and non-interventioa forbidden ia the Dis-

It becomes the duty of Congress under_the Constitution to

protect and cherish the riglit of iiroiierty in slaves in that
District, because the Constitution does not give them the
power to prohil>it or establisli Slavery. Every session of

Congress, Northern men. Southern men, men of all ]iar-

ties, are legishithig to protect, cherish and uphold tlie insti-

tution of Slavery in the District of Cohinibia
It is said that the Cincinnati platform is ambiguous, and

that we must explain it. At the South, we have main-
tained that it had no ambiguity ; that it did not mean
Popular Sovereignty ; but our Northern friends say that
it does mean Poj)ular Sovereignty. Now, if we are
going to explain it and to declare its principles, I say-
let us either declare them openly, boldly, si|uarely,

or let U3 leave it as it isi in the Cincinnati "I'latform. I

want, and we of the South want, no more doubtful plat-
forms upon this or any other (juestiou. V/e desire tliat

this Convention sliould taUe a bold, square stand. AVhat
do the minority of the committee projiose? Tlieir solution
is to leave the question to the decision of the Supreme
Court, and agree to abide by any decision that may be
made by that tribunal between the citizens of a Territory
upon the subject. Why, gentlemen of the minority, you
cannot help yourselves. That is no concession to us.

There is no necessity for putting that in the platform, be-
cause I take it for granted that you are all law-abiding
citizens. Every gentleman here from a non-slaveholding
State 13 a law-aliiding citizen ; and if he be so, why we
know that when there is a decision of the Supreme Court,
even adverse to his \iews, he will submit to it

Vou say that this is a judicial question. We say that
it is not. But if it be a judicial question, it is immaterial U>
you how the platform is made, because all you will have to

say is, " this is a judicial question ; the majority of.the Con-
vention were of one opinion ; I may entertain my own opin-
ion upon the question ; lettlieSupreme Courtsettle it." . .

Let us make a platform about which there can be no
doubt, so that every man. North and South, may stand
side by side on all issues connected with Slavery, and ad-
vocate the same principles. That is all we ask. All we
demand at your hands is, that there shall be no equivoca-
tion and no doubt in the popular mind as to what our
principles are.

Mr. II. B. Payne, of Ohio, replied at length,

and, in the course of his argument, said :

The question of Slavery had distracted the Courts and
the party since 1S20, and we hoped by the Compromise
measures of ISoO, the Kansas law of 1S54, and the Plat-
form of 1S53 and ISoG, that the policy of the Democratic
party was a united and settled policy in respect to Afri-

can slavery The Democracy of tlie North
have, throughout, stood by the South in vindication of
their constitutional rights. For this they claim no
credit. They have simply discharged their constitutional
duty; and, though some Southern Senators may rise in
their places and stigmatize us as unsound and rotten, we
say we have done it in good faith, and we challege contra-
diction. We have supposed that this doctrine of I'opular
Sovereignty was a final settlement of the Slavery difUculty.

You so understood it in the South. We are not claiming
anything in our Platform but what the Cincinnati Platform
was admitted to have established
What was the doctrine of 1S5C? Non-intervention by

Congress with the question of Slavery, and the submission
of the question of Slavery in the Territories, under the
Constitution, to the People.

It is said that one construction has been given to the
Platform at the South and another at the North. Ue
could prove from the Congressional debates that from
1S50 to 1S56 there was not a dissenting opinion expressed
in Congress on this subject.

To show that Squatter Sovereignty had been
generally accepted as the true Democratic doc-

trine, Mr. Payne quoted from eminent Southern
Democratic Statesmen as follows :

FROM A SPEECH OF HOS. HOWELL COBB, OF GKORGIA.
" I stand upon a principle. I hold that the will of the

majority of the people of Kansas should decide this

question, and I say here to-night, before this people and
before this country, that I, for one, shall abide the deci-
sion of the people there. 1 hold to the right of the People
to self-government. I am willing for them to decide this

question."

FROM THE SAMR.

"I would not plant Slavery upon the soil of any por-
tion of God's earth against the will of the people. The
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Government of the United States should not force the
institution of Slavery upon the people either of the
' Teniton..s,' or of the States against the will of the peo-
ple, though my voice could bring about that result."

FROM A SPEKCn OP VICE-PRESIDENT BRECKINRIDGE.
" liut those who hold that the Territorial Legislature

cannot pass a law prohibiting Slavery, admit that, unless
the Territorial Legislature pass laws for its protection,
Slavery will not go there. Therefore, practically, a
majority of the people represented in the Territorial
Legislature decides tlie question. Whether they decide
it by prohibiting it, according to the one doctrine, or by
refusing to pass laws to protect it, as contended for by
the other party, is immaterial. The majority of the peo-
ple, by the action of the Territorial Legislature, will
decide the question, and all must abide the decision when
made."

FROM THE SAME.

" But if non-intervention by Congress be the principle
that underlies the Compromise of ISoO, then the prohibi-
tion of 1820, being inconsistent with that principle, should
be removed, and perfect non-intervention thus be estab-
lished by law.

" Among many misrepresentations sent to the country
by some of the enemies of this bill, perhaps none is more
flagrant, than the charge that it proposes to legislate
Slavery into Nebraska and Kansas. Sir, if the bill con-
tained such a feature it would not receive my vote. The
right to establish involves the correlative right to prohi-
bit, and, denying both, I would vote for neither."

FROM THE SAME.
" Upon the distracting question of domestic Slavery,

their position is clear. The whole power of the Demo-
cratic organization is pledged to the following proposi-
tions : That Congress shall not interpose upon this sub-
ject in the States, in the Territories, or in the District of
Columbia

;
that the people of each Territory shall deter-

mine the question for themselves, and be admitted into
the Union upon a footing of perfect equality with the
original States, without discrimination on account of the
allowance or prohibition of Slavery."

FROM A SPEECH BY HON. JAMES L. ORR, OP S. C.

" Now, I admit that there is a difference of opinion
amongst Democrats as to whetlier this feature of Squat-
ter Sovereignty be in the bill or not. But the great point
upon which the Democratic party at Cincinnati rested
was, that the government of the Territories had been
transferred from Congress, and, carrying out the spirit
and genius of our institutions, had been given to the
people of tlie Territories."

FROM A SPKECH BY HON. A. II. STKPHENS, OF GEORGIA.

" The whole question of Slavery or No Slavery was to
be left to the people of the Territories, whether North
or South of 06° 30', or any other line. The question was
to be tal^en out of Congress, where it had been impro-
perly thrust from the beginning, and to be left to the
peiiple concerned in the matter to decide for themselves.
This, I say, was the position originally held by tlie South
when the Missouri Kestriction was at first proposed. The
principle upon which that position rests, lies at the very
foundation of all our Republican institutions : it is that
the citizens of every distinct and separate community
or State should have the right to govern themselves in
their domestic matters as they please, and that they
should be free from intermeddling restriction and
arbitrary dictation on such matters, from any other
I'ower or Government, in «hich they have no voice."
Mr. Payne continued. Lut for consuming time, he

could read for half an hour, to show that every eminent
Southern man had held the same opinion on the doctrine
of popular sovereignty.
Mr. Payne would read from the Cincinnati Platform

to show what it laid down. All should be familiar
with it

:

"The American Democracy recognize and adopt the
principles contained in the organic laws, establishing the
Territories of Kansas and Nebraska as embodying the
only sound and safe solution of the ' Slavery Question '

upon which the great National idea of the People of this
wliole country can repose in its determined conserva-
tism of the Cnion—non-interference by Congress witii

Slavery in State and Territory, or in the District of
Columbia."
They nominated Mr. Buchanan on that Platform,

agi-eed on by the representatives of every State in the
Union, as the official record would show. There was not
one dissenting voice in the whole list of States. In cast-
ing the vote of North Carolina, his friend, Mr. Aveiy,

j

then acting as Chairman of his Delegation, and now pre-
senting the majority report announced :

I
" North Carolina gives ten votes for the Platform, and

will give ten thousand majority in November."
I

In his letter of acceptance, Mr. Buchanan, in an em-
phatic and clear manner,,thus expressed his views of
this Platform :

'' The recent legislation of Congress respecting domes-
tic Slavery, derived, as it has been, from the original
and pure fountain of legitimate political power, the will
of the majority, promises, ere long, to allay the danger-
ous excitement. This legislation is founded on princi-
ples as ancient as Free government itself, and in accord-
ance with them has simply declared that the, jnople of a
Territ-oiy, like Hume 0/ a State, shall decide far ih'em-
selues, whether Slavery shall or shall not ixisi uithin
their liinitsy

Air. Payne had extracts yet behind of speeches from
Stephens, of Georgia, one of the most distinguisl'.ed States-
men of the South—from Mr. Benjamin, of Louisiana

—

Mason, of Virginia—more qualified, he admitted, but
still emphatic. The Senator from Delaware, too, Mr.
Bayard, had fully indorsed the doctrine of Popular
Sovereignty.
So had Mr. Badger, of North Carolina, and Judge

Butler of South Carolina. Mr. Hunter of Virginia, cer-
tainly one of the wisest and purest statesmen which the
Democracy now numbers amongst her leaders in the
land—he, also, says that the people shall have the right
to decide on all questions relating to their douustic
institutions. In his speech, he used these words, almost
identical with the Platform of the minority

:

"The bill provides that the Legislatures of these Ter-
ritories shall have power to legislate over all rightful
subjects of legislation consistently with the Constitution.
And, if they should assume powers which are thought to
be inconsistent with the Constitution, the Courts will de-
cide that question whenever it may be ra sed. There is

a difference of opinion among the friends of this measure
as to the extent of the limits which the Constitution im-
poses upon the Territorial Legislatures. Tliis bill pro-
poses to leave these differences to the decision of tne
Courts. To that tribunal I am willing to leave this deci-
sion, as it was once before proposed to be left by the
celebrated Compromise of the Senator from Delaware."
He also read an extract of a similar character from a

speech by Mr. Toombs, of Georgia, one of the boldest
men on the floor of the American fcenate, taldng ground
in favor of non-intervention by Congress.
Need he accumulate these extracts to show that not a

single statesman who has figured in Congress, of late

years, but has taken this high ground?

Mr. Samuelti, of Iowa, presented tlic ioUow-
ing report on behalf of the miuoiity of the
Platform Committee:

1. liesolved, That we, the Democracy of the Union, in
Convention assembled, hereby declare our affirmance of
the resolutions unanimously adopted and declared as a
platform of principles by the Democratic Convention at
Cincinnati, in the year 1S5G, believing that Democratic
principles are uncliangeable in their nature, when ap-
plied to the same subject matters ; and we recommend
as the only further resolutions the following :

Inasmuch as differences of opinion exist in the Demo-
cratic Party as to the nature and extent of the powers
of a Territorial Legislature, and as to the powers and
duties of Congress, under the Constitution of the United
States, over the institution of Slavery within the Terri-

tories :

2. liesolved. That the Democratic Party will abide by
the decisions of the Supreme Court of the Cnited States

on the questions of Constitutional law.

3. lienolced. That it is the duty of the United States

to afford anijile and complete protection to all its citi-

zens, whether at home or abroad, and whether native or

foreign.

4. liesol/ced, That one of the necessities of the age, in

a military, commercial, and postal point of view, is

speedy communication between the Atlantic and Pacific

States ; and the Democratic Party pledge sucli Constitu-

tional Government aid as will insure the construction of

a railroad to the Pacific coast, at the earliest lu-acticable

period.

6. liesolved. That the Democratic party are in favcr
of the acquisition of the Island of Cuba, on such terms
as shall be honorable to ourselves and just to Spain.

C. liesolved, That the enactments of State Legislatures

to defeat the faithful execution of the Pugitive Slave
Law, are hostile in character, subversive of the Consti-

tution, and revolutionary in theii- efl'ect.

Gen. Butler, of Mas.sachusetts, again reported
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tlie Cincinnati Platform without
|

of the original resolution proposed by the gentleman
from North Carolina.

(as a minotity

alteration.

It was evident, even before the report

of the majority was presented, that it would
not be sustained by the Convention, thouc;h the

Free-State majority evinced not only willing-

ness but anxiety to conciliate their Southern
brethren at any sucrilico not absolutely ruinous.

The majority of the Convention, contideut of

tlieir power to reject the majority report, were
inxious for a vote ; but tlie minority seemed
determined to stave off" definite action for that

day, and carried their point by a system cur-

rently termed " filibustering,'' which would have
done no discredit to the House of Representa-

tives at Washington. The confusion and hub-

bub which prevailed may be comprehended
perhaps, by the following extract from the olH-

cial report of the proceedings :

Mr. Bigler obtained the floor, and desired to suggest
to the Convention that, by common consent, and without
any further struggle, tUey should adjourn. (Cries of " I

object !'' " I object !")

Mr. Hunter, of Louisiana.—I appeal to my Democratic
friends of the South and my Democratie friends from all

parts of the Union (Cries of "order I" " order !" and
the greatest disorder prevailing in the Hall.)

The President—The Chair begs leave, once for all, to

state—and the Chair entreats the Convention to listen to

this declaration—that it is physically impossible for the
Ciiair to go on in a contest with six hundred men as to

who shall cry out loudest ; and unless the Convention
will come to order, and ;,'entlemen take their places and
proceed in order, the Chair will feel bound in duty to

tlie Convention as well as to himself, to leave the chair.

(.Vpplause.) The Chair will wait to see whether it is pos-
sible to have order in the House.

.Mr. Samuels, of Iowa, appealed to the Convention to

Is; en to a proposition of Mr. Hunter of Louisiana.

The President.—The Chair will entertain no motion
u'.uil the Convention is restored to order, and when that
is done, the Chair desires to make another suggestion to

the Convention. The Chair has already stated that it is

physically impossible for him to go on with the business
of the Convention, so long as one-half of the members
are upon their feet and engaged in clamor of one sort or
mother. The Chair begs leave to repeat that he knows
lut one remedy for such disorder, and that is for your
residing officer to leave the chair. He, of course,
vould deeply regret that painful necessity ; but it would
e a less evil than that this incessant confusion and dis-

order, presenting such a spectacle to the people of South
Carohna, should continue to pr«jvail in this most honor-
able body of so many respectable gentlemen of the liigh-

est standing in the community, engaged in debate^and
deliberation upon the dearest interests of the country.
'Applause.)

It was finally agreed that the vote should be
aken the next day—or rather the following

Monday, and the Convention adjourned.

On Monday the BOtli, tiie President stated the

question as follows :

The Convention wiy remember that, in the first

place, the gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Avery)
reported the resolutions of the majority of the commit-
tee. Thereupon the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. Samuels)
moved an amendment to these resolutions, by striking
out all after the word " resolved,"' and to insert the
resolutions proposed by him, in behalf of a portion of
minority of the committee. After which, the gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr. Butler) moved, in behalf of an-
other portion of the minority committee, to amend the
amendment, by striking out all after the word *' re-

solved," and inserting the proposition proposed by him
on behalf of that minority. The first question will

be, therefore, upon the amendment moved by the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Butler). If that amend-
ment falls, the Convention will then come to a vote upon
the amendment moved by the gentleman from Iowa
(Mr. Samuels). If, however, the amendment of Sir.

Butler prevails, then that amendment will have taken
the place of the amendment moved by Mr. Samuels, and
the next question will be upon substituting it in the place

3

Mr. Butler's Platform aftirms the Cincinnati

Platform, and adds a resolution for the protec-

tion of citizens abroad.

The vote was then taken by States on Mr. Ilutler'.s

amendment, with the following result ; veas 105, nays
198:

Yeas—Maine, 3; Massachusetts, 8; Connecticut, 2};
New-Jersey, 5 ; Pennsylvania, lOJ; Delaware, 3; Mary-
land, 5i ; Virginia, 121^; North Carolina, 10; Georgia, 10;
Missouri, 4i ; Tennessee, 11 ; Kentucky, 9; Minnesota,
If, Oregon, :3—105.

J^'at/s—Maine, 5; New-Hampshire, 5; Vermont, 5;
Massachusetts, 5 ; Rhode Island, 4 ; Connecticut, 3j ;

New-York, 85 ; New-Jersey, 2 ; Pennsylvania, 10} ; Mary-
land, 2!^ ; Virginia, 2} ; South Carolina, 8 ; Florida, 8;
Alabama, 9 ; Louisiana, 6 ; Mississippi, 7 ; Texas, 4 ;

Arkansas, 4 ; Missouri, 4} ; Tennessee, 1 ; Kentucky, 8;

Ohio, 23 ; Indiana, 13 ; Illinois, 11 ; .Michigan, 6 ; Wiscon-
sin, 5; Iowa, 4 ; Minnesota, 2i ; California, 4—193.

So the amendment was rejected.

The minority report (that of Mr. Samuels)

was then read, and, after ineffectual attempts

to table the subject and proceed to a nomina-
tion, the vote was taken and the minority

report wis adopted as an amendment or substi-

tute, as follows :

Yeas—Maine, 8 ; New-Hampshire, 5 ; Vermont, 5

;

Massachusetts, 7 ; Khode Island, 4 ; Connecticut, 6 ; New-
Vork, 35 ; New-Jersey, 5 ; Pennsylvania, 12 ; Maryland,
3} ; Virginia, 1 ; Missouri, 4 ; Tennessee, 1 ; Kentucky,
2J; Ohio, 23; Indiana, 13; Illinois, 11; Michigan, 6

;

Wisconsin, 5 ; Iowa, 4 ; Minnesota, 4—165.

Jf'di/s—Massachusetts, 6 ; New-Jersey, 2 ; Pennsyl-
vania, 15; Delaware, 3; Maryland, 4j ; Virginia, 14 ;

North Carolina, 10 ; South Carolina, 8 ; Georgia, 10 ;

Florida, 3 ; Alabama, 9 ; Louisiana, 6 ; Mississippi, 7 ;

Texas, 4; Arkansas, 4; Missouri, 5 ; Tennessee, 11 ; Ken-
tucky, 9i ; California, 4 ; Oregon, 8—1-38.

The question was then taken on the adoption
of the report as amended, the vote being taken
on each resolution separately, and with the ex-

ception of the one pledging the Democratic
party to abide by the decisions of the Supreme
Court on the subject of Slavery in the Territo-

ries—which was rejected—they were adopted;
by a vote which was nearly unanimous.
The delegation from Alabama, by its Chair^

man, then presented a written protest, signed
by all its members, announcing their purpose to

withdraw from the Convention. They were
followed by the delegations from Mississippi,

Florida, Texas, all the Louisiana delegatiion

except two, all the South Carolina delegstaon

except three, three of the Arkansas delegation,

two of the Delaware delegation (including

Senator Bayard) and one from North Carolina.

The order of their withdrawal was as follows :

ALABAMA PROTESTS AND WITHDRAWS.

Mr. Walker, of Alabama.—Mr. President, I am in-

structed by the Alabama delegation to submit to this
Convention a communication, and, with your pewniision,
I will read it.

To THE Hon. Caleb CusniXG,
President of the Democratic yatiorusl Coween-

tion, now in session in the City of Charleston,
South Carolina :

Tlie undersigned delegates, representing the State of
Alabama in this Convention, respectfully beg leave to lay
before your honorable body the following statements of
facts :

On the eleventh day of January, 1860, the Democratic
party of the State of Alabama met in Convention, in tho-

city of Montgomery, and adopted, with singular unani-
mity, a series of resolutions herewith submitted:

1. Resolred by the Deitiocrary of the Stnte of Ahiltam/i in Con*-
vention n.vfembled^ That holding all issutrs and principles upon
which they have heretofore afUliated and acted wiia the Na-
tional Dpmonratic Party to be inferior in dignity and irapor-
tanca to the great question of Slavery, they content themselves
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wilh a general re-afBrmai.se of the Cincinnati platform as to

such issues, and also indorse said platform as to fclavery,

together wilh the following resolutions :

2. Soiohed further. That we re-aHirm SO much of the first

resolution of the platform adopted iu the Convention by the

Democracy of this Slate, on the 8ih of January, 18.')6. as

relates to the subject of Slavery, lo-wit : "The unqualified

right of ihe people of the Slaveholding ijlates to the protection

of their property iu Ihe Stales, in the Territories, and In the

wilderness, in which Territorial Governments are as yet unor-
ganized."

3. Hesohed/iirtJier, That iu order to meet and clear away all

obstacles to a full enjuvraent of this right in the Territories,

we re-aflirin the principle of the 9ih resolution of the Flat-

form adopted m Convention hv the Uemocracj^ of this Slate,

on the 14th of February, 1S18, to wit :
" 'i hat it is the duty of

the General Government, by all proper legislation, to secure
an entry into those Territories to all the ciiiz-ns of ihe Uuiled
Si.iles, together wilh their property of every description, and
that the same should be protected by Ihe L'uited Sialtis while
the Territories are under lis authority."

4. Iie.'!oh'ed/ur(her, That the Constitution of the United Slates

is a compact between sovereign and co-equal Slates, united

upon Ihe basis of perfect equality of rights and privileges.

fi. Sesohed/urther, That Ihe Territories of the United States

are common properly, in which the States have equal rights,

and to which the citizens of every State may rightfully emi-
grate, with their slaves or other property recognized as such
in any of the Slates of the Union, or by the Coustitution of the

United States.

6. Resohed further, That the Congress of the United States

has no power to abolish Slavery in the Territories, or to pro-
hibit its introduction into any of them.

7. lieeohed further. That ihe Territorial Legislatures, creat-

ed by the legislation of Congress, have no power to abohsh
Slavery, or to prohibit the introduciion of the same, or to im-
pair by unfriendly legislation the security and full enjoyment
of the same within the Territories ; and such constitutional

power certainly does not belong to the people of the TerriLo-

ries in any capacity, before, in the exercise of a lawful authori-

ty, thev form a Constitution preparatory to admission as a
State into the Union ; and their action, iu the exercise of such
lawful authority, certainly cannot operate or take effect before

their actual admission as a State into the Union.
8. ResoUedfurther, That the principles enunciated by Chief

Justice Taney, iu his opinion in the Dred Scott case, deny lo

the Territorial Legislature the power to destroy or impair, by
any legislation whatever, the right of property in slaves, and
maintain it to be the duty of the Federal Government, in all

of its departments, to protect the rights of the owner of such
property in the Territories ; and the principles so declared
are hereby asserted to be the rightsof the South, and the South
should mamtain them.

9. ResoUedfarther. That We hold all of the foregoing propo-
Bilions to contain cardinal principles—Irne in themselves—and
just and proper, and necessary for the safety of all that is

iear to us ; and we do hereby instruct our delegates to the

t'harlealon Convention to present them for Ihe calm consider-

»lion and approval of that body—from whose justice and
patriotism we anticipate their adoption.

10. Resohed further. That our delegates to the Charleston
Conveniion are hereby expressly instructed to insist that said

Convention shall adopt a platform of principles, recognizing

distinctly the rights of the South, as asserted in the foregoing

resolulions ; and if the said National Convention shall refuse
to adopt, in substance, the propositions embraced in the pre-

ceding resolulions, prior lo nominating candidates, our dele-

gates to said ty'onvention are hereby positively instructed to

withdraw therefrom.
11. ResoUed further. That our delegates to the Charleston

Conveniion shall cast the vote of Alabama as a unit, and a
majority of our didegates shall determine how the vole of this

State shall be given.
12. Resolced fui Iher, That an Execulive Committee, to con-

sist of one from each Congressional District, be appointed,

whose duly it shall be. In the event that our delegates with-

draw from the Charleston Convention, in obedience lo the lUih

resolution, lo call a Conveniion of the Democracy of Alabama
to meet at an early day lo consider what is best lo be done.

Under these resolutions, the undersigned received their

appointment, and participated in the action of tliis Con-
vention.

By the resolution of instruction, the tenth in the series,

we were directed to insist that the platform adopted by
this Convention should embody, " in wliole," the proposi-

tions embraced in the preceding resolutions, prior to

nominatini? candidates.

Anxioas, if possible, to continue our relations with this

Convention, and thus to maintain the nationality of the

i)emocratic party, we agreed to accept, as the substance

of the Alabama platform, either of the two reports sub-

'Hiitted to tliis Convention by the majority of the Commit-
tee on Resolutions—this majority representing not only

a majority of the States of the Union, but also the only

States at all likely to be carried by the Democratic party

In the Presidential election. We beg to make tliese re-

ports a part of this communication.

[Sec heretofore the two sets of resolutions re-

ported by Mr. Avery.]

These reports received the indorsement in the Com-
mittee on Resolutions of every Southern State, and, had
•either of them been adopted as tlie platform of principles

<of the Democratic party, although possibly In some re-

spects subject to criticism, we should not have felt our-
selves in duty bound to withhold our acquiescence.

But it has been the pleasure of this Convention, by an
almost exclusive sectional vote, not representing a ma-
jority of the Democratic electoral vote, to adopt a plat-

form which does not, incur opinion, nor in the opinion
of those who urge it, embody in substance the principles

of the Alabama resolulions. Tliat Platform is as follows ;

[Here follow Mr. Samuels' resolutions as adop-
ted. See Platform.]

The points of dilference between the Northern and
Southern Democracy are

;

1st. As regards the itutus of Slavery as a political in-

stitution in the Territories wliilst they remain Territories,

and the power of the people of a Territory to exclude it

by unfriendly legislation ; and
2d. As regards the duty of the Federal Government to

protect Ihe owner of slaves in the enjoyment of his pro-
perty in the Territories so long as Uiey remain such.

This Convention has refused, by the Platform adapted,
to settle either of these propositions in favor of the South,
We deny to the i)eople of a Territory any power to legis-

late i.;(ainst the institution of Slavery; and we assert
that it is Ihe duty of the Federal Government, in all its

departments, to protect the owner of slaves in the enjoy-
ment of his property in the Territories. These princi-
ples, as we state them, are embodied in the Alabama
Platform.

Here, then, is a plain, explicit and direct issue between
this Convention and the constituency which we have tlw
lionor to represent in this body.

Instructed as we are, not to waive this issue, the coi>-

tingency, therefore, has arisen, when, in our oi>inion, it

becomes our duty to withdraw from this Convention.
We beg, sir, to communicate this fact through you, and
to assure the Convention that we do so in no spirit of
anger, but under a sense of imperative obligation, pro-
perly appreciating its responsibilities and cheerfully sub-
mitting to its consequence.s.

L. P. Walkek, Chairman. 0. 0. Hahper,
J. S. Lyos, Lewis H. Cato,
.TouN A. Winston, Jno. W. Portis,
Robert G. Scott, F. G. Nokmak,
A. B. Mekk, W. C. Guild,
J. R. Bkkarb, Julius C. B. Mitculll,
II. D. Smith, W. C. Shekkok,
Jas. Irwin, G. G. Griffin,
W. L. Yancey, J. T. Bradford,
D. W. Baink. T. J. Buknktt,
N. H. R. Dawsox, A. G. Henry,
R. M. Patton, Wm. M. Bkooes,
W. C. McIvKB, R. Chapman.

Mr. Walker also presented a resolution to the

effect that no other person than the retiring dele-

gates had any authority to represent Alabama
in the Convention.

The Alabama delegation then withdrew from
the hall.

MISSISSIPPI WITHDRAWS.

Mr. Barry, of Mississippi.—I am instructed by the

Mississippi delegation to stale that they retire from the

Convention with Ihe delegation from Alabama. (Cheers.)

They have prepared a protest, which they desire to sub-

mit, but by accident it is not now iiere. I desire also to

slate that they have adopted unanimously a resolution

that they are the only delegates—which is uncontested

—

and that no one is or shall be authorized to represent

them in their absence upon the floor of the Convention.

(Cheers.)

Mr. Mouton, of Louisiana.—Mr. President, I have but

a short communication to make to the Convention. I do
not do it as an individual. I am authorized to say by
the delegates representing Louisiana in this Convention,

that tliey will not participate any longer in the proceed-

ings of this Convention. (Cheers.) Heretofore we have
been in the habit of saying that the Democracy of the

country was harmonious. (Laughter.) Can we say so

to-d;iy wilh any truth? Are we not divided, and divided

in such a manner that we can never be reconciled, be-

cause we are divided upon principle? Can we agree to

the Platform adopted by the majority of the Convention,

and then go home to our consiitnents and put one con-

struction on it, while Northern Democrats put another?
No, Mr. President, I think I speak the sentiment of my
Stale when I say that she will never plity .such a part.

(Cheers) If we are to fight the Black Republicans to-

gether, let us do it with a bold front; let us use the saino

arms; let us sustain the same principles. 1 was williut:,
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this morning, in order to do away with tlie necessity of

nil tiiese votes, and to ascertain if lliere was a majority

litre ready to impose upon us sucl> a Platform— I was

willing, myself, that tlie majority of the Convention should

retire and prepare such a Platform as suited them, and

to take a vote upon it, and if that Platform did not give

iis those guarantees whicti we are entitled to under the

Constitution, then we would have been ready to do what
we are now doing. The Platform which the majority of

this Convention lias ailopt-d does not give us those guar-

antees wiiicli we are entiiled to for the protection of our

pro)>erty in the Territories. We wish to wear no two faces

in this contest. We wish to meet the B'ack Republicans

with tlieir abominable doctrines boldly ; and if our friends,

the Democrats from the Free States, cannot join us and
fight with us, we must fight our own battle. We are ready

to meet the issue made by the Black Republicans like

men, but we shall battle for what we cAiceive to be the

truth, and not for profit. For these reasons, I am autho-

rized by my delegation to announce that they withdraw
from the Convention. At the same time, I should state

the fact that two of the delegation do not join us in this

movement. (Loud cheers ) At the same time, I should

state tliat those who sent us here instructed us to vote as

a unit, and we contend, therefore, that we are entitled to

give the whole vote of the State, and that no one else is

entitled to give it or to divide it,

Mr. Mouton made some additional remarks,

but owiiiof to the confusion which prevailed in

the liall, the reporter was unable to hear them.

Mr. Glenn, of Mississippi.—Mr. President and gentle-

men of this Convention: For the first time, for the only

time, for the last time, in the name of the State that I

have the honor in part to represent here, I desire to say

but a few words M this Convention. I hold in my haml
the solemn act «f her delegation upon this floor, and I

say to you, gentlemen, that it is not a hasty action ; that

it is not one conceived in passion, or carried out in caprice

or disappointment. It is the firm resolve of the great

body of the people whom we represent, which was ex-

pressed in the Convention that sent us here, and that re-

solve, that peopli', and we, their representatives, will

maintain at all cost and at all hazards. (Loud cheers.)

We came here not to dictate to the representatives of

other sovereign States. Since we have been here, our in-

tercourse has been courteous so far as personalities are

concerned. We have all sought, and I believe have all

been able, to conduct ourselves as gentlemen. But we did

not come here to exercise the courtesies of life alone.

We came to settle the principles upon which our party
must re«t and must stand. We came here, gentlemen of

the North, not to ask you to adopt a principle which you
could say was op|)osed to your consciences and to your
principles. We did not believe it to be so. We came as

equal members of a common confederacy, simply to ask
you to acknowledge our equal rights within that confede-

racy. (Cheers.) Sir, at Cincinnati we adopted a Plat-

form on wliich we all agreed. Now answer me, ye men
of the North, of the East, of the South, and of the West,
what was the construction placed upon that Platform in

different sections of tlie Union ? You at the West^aid it

meant one thing, we of tlie South said it meant another.
Either we were right or you were right; we were wrong
or you were wrong. We came here to ask ym which was
right and which was wrong. You have maintained your
position. You say that you cannot give us an acknow-
ledgment of that right, which I tell you here now, in

coming time will be your only safety in your contests
with the Black Repuljlicans of Ohio and of the North.
(Cheers.)
Why, sir, turn back to the history of your own leading

men. There sits a distinguished gentleman, (Hon. Charles
E. Stuart, of Michigan,) once a representative of one of
the sovereign States of the Union in the Senate, who
then voted that Congress had the constitutional power to

pass the Wilmot Proviso, and to exclude Slavery from the
Territories; and now, when the Supreme Court has said
that it has not that power, he conies forward and tells

Mississippians that that same Congress is impotent to

protect that same species of property. There sits my
distinguished friend, the Senator from Ohio, (Mr. Pugh,)
who, but a few nights since, told us from tliat stand that
if a Territorial Government totally misused their powers
or abused them, Congress could wipe out that Territorial
Government altogether. And yet, when we come here
and ask him to give us protection in case that Territorial
Government robs us of our property and strikes the star
which answers to the name of Mississippi from the flag of
the Union, so far as the Constitution gives her protection,
he tells us, with his hand upon his heart— as Gov. Payne,
of Ohio, had before done—that they will part with their

lives before they will acknowledge the principle which we
contend for.

Gentlemen, in such a situation of things in the Conven-
tion of our great parly, it is riglit that we should part.

Go your way, and we will go ours. The South leaves you
— not like Hagar, driven into the wilderness, friendless

and alone—but I tell Soutliern men here, and for them, I

tell the North, that. In loss tluiii sixty day-, you T'ill find

a united South standing side by side with us. (Prolonged
and enthusiastic cheering )

We stand firm ami immovable, and while we respect

you, we must respect ourselves. And, gentlemen, let me
say to you of the North now, that the time may come
when you will need us more than we need you. I speak
to those who represent '' the green hills of New England ;"

I speak to the ''imperial center "of the Uniim. There
slumbers in your midst a latent spark—not of political

sectionalism, but of social discord—which may yet re-

quire the conservative principles of the South to save
your region of country I'roiu anarchy and confusion.
We need not your protection. The power of the Black
Republicans is nothing to us. We are safe in our own
strength and security, so long as we maintain our rights.

Gentlemen, I have detained you too long. I ask, in

conclusion, that the few words which are here written

—

words of courtesy, but words of truth so far as my glori-

ous State is concerned—may be read in your hearing.

Mr. Mathewf!, of Mississippi, then read the

following document.

To the President of the Democratia Convention :

Sir: As Chairman of the delegation, which has the
honor to represent the State of Mississippi upon this
floor, I desire to be heard by you and by the Convention.
In common consultation we have met here, the repre-

sentatives of sister States, to resolve the principles of a
great party. While maintaining principles, we profess
no spirit save that of harmony, conciliation, the success
of our party, and the safety of our organization. But to
the former the latter must yield—for no organization is

valuable willjout it, and no success is honorable wliich
does not crown it.

We came here simply asking a recognition of the equal
rights of our State under the laws and Constitution of our
common Government; that our right to property should
be asserted, and the protection of that property, when
necessary, should be yielded by the Government which
claims our allegiance. We had regarded government
and protection as correlative ideas, ami that so long as
the one was maintained tlie other still endured.
After a deliberatiint of many days, it has been an-

nounced to us by a controlling majority of Representa-
tives of nearly one-half the States of this Union, and that
too, in the most solemn and impressive manner, that our
demand cannot be met and our rights cannot be recog-
nized. While it is granted that the capacity of the
Federal Government is ample to protect all other pro-
perty within its jurisdiction, it is claimed to be impotent
when called upon to act in favor of a species of property
recognized in fifteen sovereign States. Within those
States, even Black Republicans admit it to be guaranteed
by the Constitution, and to be only assailed by a Higher
Law; without them, they claim the power to prohibit or
destroy it. The controling majority of Northern repre-
sentatives on this floor, while they deny all power to
destroy, equally deny all power to protect ; and this, they
assure us, is, and must, and shall be the condition of our
coiiperation in the next Presidential election.

In this state of affairs, our duty is plain and obvious.
The State which sent us here, announci;d to us her prin-
ciples. In common with seventeen of her sister States,
she has asked a recognition of lier Constitutional rights.
These have been plainly and explicitly denied to her.
We have offered to yield everything except an abandon-
ment of her rights—everything except her honor—and
it has availed us nothing.
As the Representatives of Mississippi, knowing her

wishes—as honorable men, regarding her commands—we
withdraw from the Convention, and, as far as our action
is concerned, absolve her from all connection with this
body, and all responsibility for its action.
To you, sir, as presiding officer of the Convention while

It has existed in its integrity, we desire, collectively as a
delegation, and individually as men, to tender the highest
assurances of our profound respect and ccmsideration.
Signed : D. C, Glen, Chairman of tlie Mississippi dele-

gation ; George 11. Gordon, James Drone, Beverly
Mathews. J. T. Simms, Joseph R.Davis, W. S. Wilson,
Isaac Enloe, Charles Edward Hooker, W. II. H. Tison,
Ethelbert Barksdale, W. S. Barry, J. M. Thomson.

Mr. Mathews then annuunced that a meeting
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of all those who syiTipathizcd with them in this

movement :vou!d be held at S o'clock this even-

iu^^, in St. Andrew's Hall.

The Mi.<sissippl delegation then withdrew from
the Convention.

SOUTH CAROLINA WITHDRAWS.

The H n. James Simons, of South Carolina.—Mr. Pre-
sidtnt, I am directed by the delegation from South Caro-
lina respectfully to present ttie following document.

To THE Hon. C.^leb Coshikg,

President of the Charleston Convention

:

We, the undersigned Delegates appointed by the Demo-
cratic State Convention of South Carolina, beg leave re-

spectfully to state that, according to the principles enunci-
ated in their Platform at Columbia, the power, either of
the Federal Government or of its agent, the Territo-
rial Government, to abolish or legislate against property
in slaves, I)y either direct or indirect legislation, is especi-
ally denied ; and as the Platform adopted by the Conven-
tion palpably and intentionally prevents any expression
affirming the incapacity of the Territorial Government 30

to legislate, that tliey would not be acting in good faith to

their principles, or in accordance with the wishes of their

constituents, to longer remain in this Convention, and
they hereby respectfully announce their withdrawal there-

from.

James Simons, Thos. Y. Simons,
S. McGowAN, Jas. Patterson,
B. H. Wilson, B. H. Brown,
R. B. BOYLSTON, J. A. Metts,
Jas. H. Witherspoon, John S. Preston.
E. W. Charles, Frankland Gaillard.

G. N. Reynolds, Jr.

The reading of this paper was greeted with
frequent bursts of most enthusiastic cheering
on the floor and in the galleries.

I am further instructed to sa.y, that the communication
is signed by all the delegation but three members.

The South Carolina delegation then withdrew
from the Convention amidst loud cheering.

FLORIDA RETIRES.

Mr. Milton, of Florida.—Mr. President: Representing
the State of Florida, it is with feelings of sadness that I

present myself before you to bid adieu to the men of
talent and men of high and noble feelings from the Nortli
and West, who have met us here upon this occasion.
But differences have arisen between us which, as honor-
able men, we cannot adjust. It has been asked, time and
affain, why we should invite gentlemen from the North-
west, tlie North and the East, to come and occupy higher
ground than we did wlien we stood together and
triumphed on the Cincinnati Platform? Since that time,
gentletnen, according to your own report, a mighty
power has arisen in your midst, deriving much of its

strength and support from the Democrats of the North.
1 allude to the Black Republican party—a parly which
promulgates to the country that tliey have a higlier law,
a law known only to tliemselves—I hope not known to

you—but superior to the Constitution. Ami, gentlemen,
let me tell you that we came here expecting to be met
hand in hand, and heart in heart, and to have formed a
line shoulder to shoulder with you to drive back this

swelling tide of fanaticism. But, gentlemen, how have
we been met by you? I am proud to say that we have
been met witli higli-toned generosity by Oregon and Cali-
fornia. (Cheers.) I am proud to say that supporters of
our claim for equal rights have boldly presented them-
selves from the good old State of Pennsylvania. (Cheers.)
While we have entertained great respect for your talent
and integrity, yet we bill adieu to you of the Nortiiwest
without so much feeling of regret, as you have hardened
your hearts and stiffened your necks against the rights of
liirt South. (Cheers and laughter.) But, we say to you,
gentlemen from Oregon and California, and Pennsylvania
and otiier States, wlio have come forward with the hand
of fellnw-hip, that we part from you with feelings of
luarif^'li sorrow.

Mr. Randall, of Pennsylvania.—And New-Jersey.
Mr. Milton.—I did not forget New-Jersey, nor could I

forget Massachusetts. My remark was general. Where-
ever and whenever a gentlemen from the North, the
Eait or the We^:t, has had the manliness to rise up and
vindicate our rights, our hearts have been at his com-
mand. (Cheers.)
We thank you, gentlemen, for the courtesies we have

received anongst you, and which we have returned irith

the kindest feelings of our Jiearts. We part from you
without any unkind feeling. We respect you as gentle-
men, but differing, as we do. upon principles vital to oui
most sacred interests, in tlje same spirit of wisdom and
affection which caused Abraham and Lot to pass on, one
in one direction and the other in a different one, we bid
you a most resj)ectful adieu. (Loud cheers.) One more
remark, and I have done. The delegation from the State
of Florida has unanimously passed a resolution that no
one is authorized, when we shall retire, to represent
Florida in this Convention. I confess, in all frankness,
that I deem the resolution wholly unnecessary, because
I believe there is too high a sense of honor amongst gen-
tlemen liere from the North, and the East, and the West,
to permit any man to skulk in here to represent Florida.
Mr. Ejjpes, of Florida, then read the following protesta-

tion :

To the Hon. Caleb CnsniNO,

President of the Democratic National Connention- :

The undersigned. Democratic delegates from the State
of Florida, enter this their solemn protest against the
action of the Convention in voting down the Platform of
the majority.

Florida, with her Southern sisters, is entitled to a clear
and unambiguous recognition of her rights in the Terri-
tories, and this being refused by the rejection of the
majority report, we protest against receiving the Cincin-
nati Platform with the interpretation that it favors the
doctrine of Squatter Sovereignty in the Territories

—

which doctrine, in the name of the people represented by
us, we repudiate.

T. J. Eppes, B. F. Wardlaw, John Milton, J. B. Owens,
C. F. Dyke, delegates from Florida.
The delegates from Florida, before retiring, have

unanimou.sly adopted the following Resolution :

Pesolved, Tliat no person, not a regularly appointed
delegate, has a right to cast the vote of the State ot

Florida in this Convention.
John Milton, Chairman of Delegatioo.

TEXAS WITHDRAWS.

Mr. Bryan, of Texas, who was received with loud cheers,
said : Mr. President and gentlemen of the Convention

—

Texas, through her delegates on this floor, on the land ot

Calhoun, where "truth, justice and the Constitution"
was proclaimed to the South, says to the South—this day
you stand erect. (Loud cheers.) Whilst we deprecate
the necessity whicli calls for our parting with the dele-
gates from the other States of this Confederacy, yet it is

an event that we, personally, have long looked to. Edu-
cated in a Northern College, I there first learned that
there was a North and a South ; there were two literary
Societies, one Northern and the other Southern. In the
Churches, the Methodist Church, the Baptist Church, the
Presbyterian Cliurch, are North and South. Gentlemen
of the North and Northwest, God grant that there may
be but one Democratic party ! It depends upon your
action, when you leave here, whether it shall be so. Give
not Hid and comfort to the Black Republican hosts ; but
say to the South, " You are our equals in this Confederacy,
and your lives, your persons and property, equally with
those of the Northern States, are protected by the Con-
stitution of the Federal Union." What is it that we, tlie

Southern Democrats, are asking you to acknowledge?
Analyze it and see the meaning ; and it is this—that we
will not ask quite as much of you as the Black Republi-
cans, and if you only grant what we ask, we can fight

them. We blame you not if you really hold these opinions,

but declare them openly, and let us separate, as did
Alwaham and Lot. I have been requested to read this

protest on the part of the delegates from Texas, and to

ask the courtesy of the Convention that it be spread upon
the minutes of its proceedings.

Hon. Caleb Cushing,

President of the Democratic National Convention :

The undersigned, delegates from the State of Texas,
would respectfully protest against the late action of this

Convention, in refusing to adopt the report of the majority
of the Committee on Resolutions, which operates as the

virtual adoption of principles affirming doctrines in oppo-
sition to the decision of the Supreme Court in the Dred
Scott case, and in conflict with the Federal Constitution,

and especially opposed to the platform of the Democratic
party of Texas, which declares

:

1st. That the Democratic party of the State of Tcxaa
reaffirm and concur in the principles contained in the

platform of the National Democratic Convention, held at

Cincinnati in June, 1850, as a true expression of political

faith and ofL.'Qion, and herewith reassert and set forth the
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principles therein cor.tainej, as embracing the only doc-

trine ivUioh can preserve the integrity of the Union and

the equal rights of the States, " expressly rejecting any
interpretation thereof favoring the doctrine known as

Siiuaiter Sovereignty," and that we will continue to ad-

here to and abide by the principles and doctrines of the

Virginia and Iveutucky resolutions of 1T9S and 1799 and
Mr. Madison's report relative thereto.

•2d. That it is the right of every citizen to take his

property, of any kind, including slaves, into the common
territory belonging equally to all the States of the Con-

federacy, and to have it protected tliere under the Federal

Constitution. Neither Congress nor a Territorial Legisla-

ture, nor any Imman power, has any authority, cither

directly or indirectly, to iuipair these sacred rights; and
they liaving been ahirmed by the decision of the Supreme
Court in the Bred Scott case, we declare that it is the

duty of the Federal Government, the common agent of all

the States, to establish such government, and enact such

laws for the Territories, and so change the same, from
time to time, as may be necessary to insure the protection

and preservation of tliese rigiits, and prevent every in-

fringement of the same. The affirmation of tliis principle

of the duty of Congress to simply protect the rights of pro-

perty, is nowise in conflict with the heretofore established

and Well-organized principles of the Democratic party,

that Congress does not possess the power to legislate

Slavery into the Territories, or to exclude it therefrom.

Recognizing these declarations of principles as instruc-

tions to us for our government in the National Convention,

and believing that a repudiation of them by all the

Northern States, except the noble States of Oregon and
California, the whole vote of wliich is more than doubtful

in the ensuing Pre.-iidential election, demand from us our
unqualified disapproval.

The undersigned do not deem this the place or time to
j

discuss the practical illustration that has been given of the i

L-repressible conllict between the Northern and Southern
|

States, that has prevailed in this Convention for the last
j

week.
I

It is sufficient to say that, if the principles of the
{

Northern Democrac.y are properly represented by the
i

opinion and action of the majority of the delegates fi-om

that section on this floor, we do not hesitate to declare

that tlieir principles are not only not ours, but, if adhered
t-o and enforced by them, will ilestroy this Union.

In consideration of the foregoing facts, we cannot
remain in the Convention. AVe consequently respectfully

withdraw, leaving no one authorized to cast the vote of the

State of Texas.
G uy M. Brvan, Oiairman ; F. R. Lulibock, F. S. Stock-

dale, "E. Greer, H. U. Runnells, Wm. B. Ocliiltree, M. W.
Covey, Wm. H. Parsons, R. Ward, J. F. Crosby.

AR"KANS.\S RETIRES.

Mr. Burrow, of Arkansas, read the following

protest.

Hon. Caleb Ccshixg,

PresUlent of Charleston Convention :

The undersigned, delegates accredited by the Demo-
cracy of Arkansas to represent said Democracy in the

Convention of the Democracy of the United States, assem-
bled on the '2.3d April, ISGO, beg leave to submit the follow-

ing protest, against certain actions of this Convention,
and statement of the causes which, in their opinion, require

them to retire from this Convention

:

1st. The Convention of the Democracy of the State of

Arkansas, convened at Little Rock on the 2d day of April,

1S60, passed among other things, the following resolutions,

viz. :

l-;t. Reiiohe'l, We the Democracy of Arfcan=as, through our
represematives m Coavenlioii assembled, proclaim our coufl-

dciice in Ihe viriue and inlelli^enee of the people, and un-
abated faith in the principles of the Democracy.

2.1. We re-allirra the political principles enunciated in the
Cincinnati plallbrra by the Democracy of the United States
in June, 1^6, and assert as ilhislraiive thereof, that neither
Congress nor a Territorial Legislature, whether by direct
legislation or by legislation of an indirect and unfriendly char-
acter, possesses the power to annul or Impair the constitutional
rights of any citizen of the United Slates to take his slave pro-
perty into tlie common Territories, and there hold and enjoy
the same, and that if experience should at any time prove the
Judiciary and executive power do not possess the means to in-

Bure protection to constitutional rlglilis in a Territory—and if

the Territorial Government should fail or refuse to provich'
the necessary rerae lies for that pui'pose, it will be the duty of
Congress to supply the deficieney.

3d. That the representatives of the Democracy of Arkansas
In the Charleston Convention be instructed to insist upon the
recognition by said Convention of the purpose hereinbefore
declared, prior to b.alloting for any candidate for the Presi-
dency ; ani if s?.ll Coiiv.T.tion refuse to reeouniz.- 'he rk-hts

uf the South in the Territories of the United Suites, the repre-

sentativea of the Democracy of Arkansas be Instructeil to

retire from said Conventlon,"and refuse to aid In the Bekciiuu
of any candidate whomsoever by said Convention.

4ih. That the imity of the Democratic party and the safety
of the South demaiids the a.ll^|.llion of the two-thirds rule ev
the Charleston Convemiun uf the Democracy of the L'ni; hI

States, and that our ib-l.^gutes to said Convention be requin-d
to insist upon and maiiiuiin the adoption thereof as an indis-

pensable necessity.

In accordance with the instructions contained in resolu-

tion 3d above, one of the undersigned had the honor, on
the second day of the session of this Convention, to oiler

to the consideration of this Convention the following reso-

lution, viz.

:

" Ile.'iulcat. Th.at the Convention will not proceed to nomi-
nate a candidate fur the Presidency until the Platform sh.iU
have been ma'le "

—

Which said resolution was passed bj' the Convention w ith

great unanimity. Subsei|Uently, the Committee on Ile:o-

lutions and Platfonn, appointed by the Convention, in ac-

cordance with the usages and customs of the Democratic
party of the United States, agreed upon and reported to

this Convention a platform of principles, recognizing the

principle contained in the resolutions of the Democracy of

Arkansas, above recited, and fully asserting the equal
rights of the Southern States in tlio co;n,aou Territories of

the United States, and the duty of the Federal Govern-
ment to protect those rights when necessary, according to

the usages and customs of the Democracy of the United
States, as developed by the practice of said Democracy as-

sembled in Convention on former occasions, and in strict

accordiince, as is believed by the undersigned, with the

compact and agreement made by and between the

Democrats of the several States, upon which the Con-
ventions of the Democracy of the United States were
agreed first to be founded, and assented to by tlie

several Southern States. The report and determination
of the Committee on Platform became and was hencefor-
ward the platform of the Democracy of the United
States, and this Convention had no duty to perform in re-

lation thereto but to receive, confirm and publish the
same, and cause it to be carried into effect wherever iu

the respective States the Democracy were able to enforce
their decrees at the ballot box.
The undersigned are confirmed in this opinion by

reference not only to tlie history of the past, which
shows that in all instances the sovereignty of the States,

and not the electoral votes of the States, has uniformly
been represented in the Committee on Platforms, and
that the report of the Committee has invariably been
registered as the supreme law of the Democratic party by
unanimous consent of the entire Convention, without
changing or in any manner altering any part or portion

thereof. It is asserted, as a part of our traditional policy,

and confidently believed, that the Democracy of tho
United States, by a jieculiar system of checks and
balances, formed after the fashion of the Federal Govern-
ment, were contracted and bound themselves to fully

recognize the sovereignty of the States in making the
platform, and the population or masses of the States in

naming the candidate to be pliiced on the platform. That
many States have been uniformly allowed to vote the full

strength of their electoral college in these Conventions
when it was well known that said States never heretofore,

and probably would never hereafter give a single elec-

toral vote at the polls to the candidate which they had so

large a share in nominating, cannot be accounted for on
any other principle than that it was intended only as a
recognition of the sovereignty and equality of said States.

Would it be right at this time for the numerical majo-
rity to deprive all the Black Republican States repre-
sented on this floor of their representation, which by
custom they have so long enjoyed, simply because it is

now evident that they are or will be unable to vote the
Detnocratic ticket in the next Presidential election?
By common consent we say that a reckless numerical

majority should not be thus allowed to tread under foot

the vested rights of those States and well established
usages and customs of the party.

If thus it be wrong for the numerical majority to

deprive the Black Republican States of this long vested
right, how ranch more unjust is it for the numerical
majority to deprive all the States of their vested right

to make and declare the platform in the usual and
customary manner ? and when we call to mind that the
numerical majority resides cliiefly in the Black Itepubli-

oan States, to whom the South has uniformly accorded
so large a privilege, in naming candidates who were
alone to be elected by Southern votes, we have much
reason to believe that he to whom you gave an inch
seems emboldened thereby to demand an ell.

The undersigned beg leave to slate that many patriotic
States' Right Democrats in the South, have long con-
tended that these Conventions of the Democracy, repre-
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senting in fact the whole consolidated strength of the
Union, acting through party sympathy upon the indivi-
dual iTiembeis of society, would ultimate in a despotic,
colossal centralism, possessed of power to override and
destroy at its will and pleasure the constitutions and
reserved rights of any and all the States. The South,
however, has heretofore felt safe because of the checks
and balances imposed upon the machinery of the Con-
ventions. The South felt that where she retained an
equal power to write the creed of faith, she could trust
her Northern sisters, with their immense populations, to
name the candidate; and all would alike support the
creed and the candidate.
The undersigned, well knowing the liostil'fv of the

Northern masses toward the " peculiar institutions" of
the South, and calling to mind the relative numbers of
the Northern and Southern States, assert with confidence
that no Southern State in the Union would ever have
consented to surrender, so abjectly and hopelessly, all
their fortunes to the numerical majority who have just
now voted to set aside the Platform, unless upon the full
assurance that the States were entitled by agreement to
make and establish the creed of faith and prescribe the
rule of action. This violation of plighted faith on the
part of the numerical majoiity—this violation of the well
established usage and custom of the party—drive us to the
conclusion that we cannot longer safely trust the fortunes
of Slaveholding States to the chances of the numerical
majority in a Convention, where all the Black liepubli-
cans of the Union, the immense populations of Massa-
chusetts, New-York, Pennsylvania and Ohio, and other
Northern States, are fully represented, on the one side,
against the small populations from the slave States on
the other. Had these populations adhered strictly to
the usages and customs of the party, longer association
might have been practicable

; but annihilation is staring
us in the face, and we are admonished of our duty to
gtand u]ion our reserved rights.

\\ e declare, therefore, that we believe our mission to
this Convention at an end ;

1st. Because the numerical majority have usurped tlie

prerogatives of the States in setting aside the Platform
made by the States, and have thus unsettled the basis of
this Convention, and thereby pei nianently disorganized
its constitution. Its decrees, therefore, become null and
void.

2d. Because we were positively instructed by the
Democracy of Arkansas to insist on the recognition of
the erpud rights of the South in the cotumon Territories,
and protection to those rights by the P'ederal Gov-,
ernment, prior to any nomination of a candidate

; and
as tijis Convention has refused to recognize the ])rin-

ciple required by the State of Arkansas, in her popular
Convention first, and twice subsequently re-assei ted by
Arkansas, together with all her Southern sisters, in the re-
port 6f a Platform to this Convention ; and as we cannot
serve two masters, we are determined tii-sl to serve the
Lord our God. 'We cannot ballot for any candidate
whatsoever.

3d. In retiring, we deny to any person, or persons,
any right whatever to cast hereafter, in this Convention,
either our vote or the vote of Arkansas on any proposi-
tion which may, or can, possibly come up for considera-
tion. The Delegates of Arkansas cannot take any part
in placing a sound candidate on an unsound platform,
because it would disgrace any sound Southern man who
would consent to stand on such a platform ; and, as a
Squatter Sovereignty Platform has been adopted, we
believe good faith and honor requires that the Chief of
Squatter Sovereignty should be placed on it. We wish
no part or lot in such misfortune, nor do we Relieve that
we can safely linger under the shade of the upas tree,
this day planted certainly.

P. JORD.AN,

B. BUKItoW,
Van li. Manning.

Mr. Burrow .stated, after rcadinpj the paper,
that the gentlemen who had sij^ncd repre.sented

both wings of the State—all its public men, its

hopes, it character, and its fortunes.

Mr. .Johnson, of Arkansas, as Chairman of the Arkansas
delegation, desired to say a single word to go along with
the paper which had been read. It was his desire that that
portion of the Arkansas delegation who had concluded to
leave the Convention should have paused until the delega-
tion could have had a consultation. AVhydid he hesitate?
1 1 was because he conceived that the stability of the Union
itself was involved in the action taken here by the
Southern representatives.

lie had been taught from childhood to believe that if

Ihe Union was to be preserved al all, it was to be preserved

by the Democratic party as a unit. (Cheers.) He wished
to consult with other Southern men as to the best course
to be pursued—(cheers)—rcservhig to himself the right to
decide the question, which he would do in a few hours.
His heart and all the feelings of his nature were with those
Southern men who had seen proper to leave the Conven-
tion ; but, at the same time, he hesitated between hLs per-
sonal feelings and Ids duty to his own peojile. If he could
get a good sound Southern man for President, he would be
willing to take him on this platform. (Clieers.)

Tlie (Jioi-uia delegation a.sked leave to retire

for c()iisiilt:iiioii, whicii was granted.
Me.<!iis. B:i_\iird and Wliiteley, two of the six

delegates fioiri Delaware, retired from the Con-
vention and joined ilie seeeders.

Mr. SaiilsljiM'v, (U. S. Senator,) of Delaware,
Slated his rea.^on for not retiring with his col-

leagues, and tlie Convention adjourned.

On Tuesdii}-, May 1st, the President stated

the regular order of business to be the motions
to reconsider, and the motions to lay the no-
tions to reconsider on the table, by which the

various resolutions constituting the Platform
were adopted. Pending the determination of
these questions, yesterday evening, the chair-

man of several of the delegations rose to ques-

tiotis of privilege, under whicli their delegations

retireil from tlie hall. When the Convention
adjtnirned tlie gentleman from Illinois (Mr.

Merrick) was upon the floor.

G1':0UGIA RETIRKS.

Mr. Benning of Georgia.—Mr. President : On yesterday
afternoon tlie delegation from Georgia obtained the leave
of the Convention to retire for the purpose of consulting
as to the course they would pursue in consequence of the
action taken by the Convention in the previous part of

the day. They retired, and they have since been engaged
in consultation. They have considered the questions in-

volved, with as much maturity and care as they could be-
stow upon them, and they have come to a conclu.sion as to

the course they ouglit to pursue. That conclusion is con-
tained in two resolutions which I hold in my hand, and
which I will now read to the Convention.

Resolved, That, upon Uie opening of the Convention this
mttfuin?, our Chairman be requested to state to the Presideut
that the Georgia delegation, after mature deliberation, have
felt it be their duty, under existing circumstances, not to par-
ticipate further in the deliberations of the Convention, and
that, therefore, the delegation withdraw.

liesohed, That all who acquiesce In the foregoing resoluticn
sign the same, and request the Convention to enter it on their
records.

(Signed,)
JUNIDS WiNGFIELD, HeNRT L. BeNMINO,
Henhy R. .Jackson, P. Tracy,
.T. M. Clark, Jefferson N. Lamar,
W'm. M. Slaughter, Edmond J. McGebek,
John A. Jones, Geo. Hillter,
David C. Barrow, Mark Johnston,
Jas. J. DiAMAN, EnwARD R. Harden,
A. Franklin Hill, John H. Lumpkin,
Ed. L. Strohecker, G. G. Fair,
O. C. GiESON, James Hoge,
Henry U. Thomas, W. J. Johnson.

The undersigned, delegates from Georgia, having voted In
the meeting of the delegation against withdrawing from the
Convention, yet, beUeve, under the instructions contained in
the resolution of the Georgia ConvenUon, that the vote of the
majority should control our motion, and we therefore with
draw witli the majority.

J. T. Ikvin, Julian Hartridge,
W. H. Hull, L. H. Driscoe.

This paper is signed by twenty-six out of the thirty-three

or thirty-four delegates in that Convention from the State

of Georgia.
I have now, Mr. President, discharged the duty which

has been intrusted to me by my delegation.

The majority of tlie Georgia delegation then retireO

from the hall.

Mr. John.son, of Arkansas.—I do not desire to detain

this Convention for a moment. On yesterday evening I

stated to the Convention that I should come here this

morning and tell them what was my conclusion, and what
was the conclusion of the portion of the delegation from
the State of Arkansas which then thought proper to re-

main in the Convention. We are now ready to take that

step which our judgment dictates to be right. In acco'-''-

ance with our duty here, we wanted time to pause and
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consi.ler calmlv with our sUtcr Soutliern States, in rela- I tnrip«i. by inndlon, unfriendly Ii>5isIalion or nthprwise, shoulJ

tion to the prober coui-se to be pursued. We have calmly oud^f^^r^ 'h^i^mir^ of ^^ich pTopevly "•
'''/'"'"""fj'^, *f'"f

and with dllib'eration considered the matter, and we he- '^^;ii:t^!^^l^ll^:UeZr^'^Z:^^'\^^l^-
. ""• " "^"

1 |„,.,u tj inlprpos^, by the aclivfi ' "-lieve it to be an imperative duty which we owe to the

South, and we are ready to take our course.

Now, sir, I desire to appeal to Virginia, the motlier of

States, and the mother of Democracy, and to ask them
w lether the principle contained in the majority report of

this Convention, siirned by seventeen States, is right or is

wroiiu ? l>id you indorse it, or did you not ?

Mr Sniitii, of Wisconsin, raised the question of order,
•

1 u the KCiitleman had no right to make sectional appeals
i.i liiis C'livention.

.Mr. .lolmsiin.—I desire to do no such thing. I do not
niiderstaiid the principles of tlie majority report to be
s-.'ctional. I understand them to be national. But, Mr.
President, I only desire, in behalf of a portion of the dele-

gjites, to say that we came here with a view to stand by
the principles of our people and of the Union, and when
we have found the Convention acting in violation of those

principles, we feel ourselves compelled to retire from the

Hall. I will only remark in conclusion, that the Vice-Pre-

sident from my State luis been charged with presenting

a protest on tlie part of a portion of our declaration.

Mr. Terry, of .Vrkansas, then read the following paper
to the Convention :

To the Hos. C.^leb Cdshino, President:

The undersigned. Delegates from Arkansas, ask permis-

sion to make the following statement: We have, thus far,

abstained from talking any active part in the measures
which were consummated on yesterday, in this Conven-
tion, by tlie withdrawal, in whole or in part, of several

Southern States. We have counseled our Southern friends

to patience and forbearance ; and, while we were con-

scious of causes sufficient to induce them to this step, yet
we still hoped some more auspicious event would transpire

that would avert its necessity. Nothing has occurred to

palliate these causes. Hence we cannot hesitate in our
course, and therefore ask permission to withdraw and sur-

render to our State the high trust reposed in us. To you,

sir, who have with so much ability presided over our
deliberations, and meted out justice with an even hand, we
part with sorrow. Hoping that the cloud which now hangs
over our beloved country may be dispelled, and her coun-
sels directed by some statesman like yourself—able, honest,

just and true.

Francis Terry, Vice-President.

J. P. Johnson, Ch'n of Delegation.

F. W^ Ho.LDLEy, Secretary.

C'il.lRLESTON, J/i(y Isi, ISOO.

Tiie Tennes.sep Dek-gation a.*ked and obtained

leave to retire for consultation.

The Delepuion from Virginia, and portions

of the Delegations from Kentucky, North Caro-

lina and Maryland, had leave to retire for con-

gultiition.

Mr. Flournoy, of Arkansas.—May I be indulged in one
remark ? My voice is " Never give up the ship "—(ap-

plause)—though the fearful storm rages around us

—

though she may have lost some spars and masts—though
she may ha%'e some cracked ribs. Sir, for myself, I will

be one of that gallant crew who, though the storm rages,

though the spars and masts are gone, though ribs be broken
—I will, until the noble vessel be swallowed up by the de-

vouring waves, continue to unite with them in the reite-

rated cry of " Live, live the Republic !" (Great applause.)

Mr. President, I am a Southern man. Yes, sir, I have
been reared amidst the institution. All I have is the pro-

duct of slave labor. I believe the institution a patriarchal

one, and beneficial alike to master and slave. The bread
which supports my own wife and tender Ijabe is the pro-

duct of slave labor. I trust, then, that, like Caesar's wife,

I am " above suspicion."

L0CISIAN.\. WITUDRAWS.

To THE Hon. C.vleb Cd.shisc,

President of the Democratic Convention :

Sir: The undersigned delegates from the State of

Louisiana, in withdrawing froai the Convention, beg leave

to make the following statement of facts :

On the 5th day of March, 1S60, the Democracy of

Louisiana assembled in State Convention at liaton Rouge,

and unanimously adopted the following declaration of

their principles

:

IieM:lie.,I, Thnt thf! Territories of the United Stites belon? to

the s neral Sta'.i's as their common property, anil not to inli-

vi lual'i iz •"« thereof, that Ihe.Kederal Cons"titiition recoinizes
proii'Tivin <;laves ; and :i^ S'n-h, the owner thereof is entitled to

.xertion of its couslitulioual

power, to secure the rights of the slaveholder.

The principles enunciated in the foregoing resolution

are guaranteed to us by the Constitution of the Up. ted

Stales, and their unequivocal recognition by the Demo-
cracy of the Union we regard as essential, not only to tlie

integ;ity of the party, but to the safety of the States whose
interests are directly involved. They have been embodied

in both of the series of resolutions presented to the Con-

vention by a majority of the States of the Union, and have

been rejected by a numerical vote of the delegates.

The Convention hiis, by this vote, refused to recognize

the fundamental principles of the Democracy of the State

we have the honor to represent, and we feel constrained,

in obedience to a high sense of duty, to withdraw from

its deliberations, and unanimously to enter our solemn

protest against its action.

We ask that the communication may be spread upon
the minutes of the Convention, and beg leave to express

our appreciation of ,the justice and dignity which have

charactei ized your action as its presiding officer.

[Signed,]

A. MooTON, E. Lawrbkce,
John Tarleton, A. Talbot,
Richard Taylor, B. W. Peauce,

E.MILE Lash RE, K. A. Hunter,
F. H. Hatch, D. D. Withkrs.

Tlie undersigned, in explanation of their position, beg
leave to annex the following statement, viz. :

Whilst we took the same view with our colleagues, that

the platform of principles, as adopted by this Convention,

was not what was expected by Louisiana, and desired by
ourselves, as sufficient to guard the rights of that State,

and of the whole South, under the Constitution, are now
unwilling precipitately to retire from the Convention,
until all hope of accommodation shall have been ex-

hausted, and until the last moment had arrived, at

which, in justice to our own honor, and the interest and
dignity of our own State.we would be forced to retire. We,
therefore, were opposed to the retirement of the delega-

tion at the time it was made ; but believing that the

other members of the delegation were actuated by the

same high motives which governed our own opinions, and
desiring our State to present a firm, undivided front, we
being in the minoiity of the delegation, were willing to

yield, and did yield, our opinions to the judgment of the

majority.
J. A. McHatton,
Charles Jones,

Charleston, S. C„ Jfay 1, 1860.

A VOICE FROM GEORGIA,

Mr. Ganlden, of Georgia, addressed the Con-

vention, giving his reasons for not retiring with

his colleagues, as follows :

Mr. PresidiiNt, and Fkllow Democrats : As I stated to

you a few moments ago, I have been confined to my
room by severe indisposition, but, learning of the com-
motion and the intense excitement which were existing

upon the questions before this body, I fell it to be ray

duty, feeble as I was, to drag myself out to the meeting
of my delegation, and when there I was surprised to

find a large majority of that delegation voting to secede

at once from this body. I disagree with those gentle-

men. I regret to disagree with my brethren from the

South upon any of the great questions which interest

our common country. I am a Southern States' Rights

man ; I am an African Slave-trader. I am one of

those Southern men who believe that Slavery is right,

morally, religiously, socially, and politically. (Applause.)

I believe that the institution of Slavery has done more
for this country, more for civilization, than all other

interests put together. I believe if it were in the power
of this country to strike down the institution of Slavery,

it would put civilization back 2iiO years. Holding, then,

this position, that Slavery is right in the point of view I

have stated, I would demand of the General Govern-
ment our whole rights in this regard. I believe that the

General Government by the Constitution never had any
right to legislate ujion this subject. I believe that our
Government was a confederation of States for certain

specified objects with limited powers; that the domestic
relations of each State are to be and should be left to

themselves ; that this eteinal Slavery question has been
the bone of contention between the North and South,
which If kept in the halls of Congress must break up this

„„, , „. into a;ivTerritorvm the Uniie'rsutes'V't'o hold
I

Government. I am one of those who believe in non-

ihem ikere as property"; auJ iu case the peopla of Lha Terri- 1 intervention, either in the States or the Territories.
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(Applause.) I am not in favor of breaking up this Gov-
ernment upon an impracticable issue, upou a mere
theory. I believe that this doctrine of protection to
Slavery in the Territories is a mere theory, a mere ab-
straction. (Applause.) Practically, it can be of no con-
sequence to the South, for the reason that the infant has
been strangled before it was born. (Laughter.) You
have cut off the supply of Slaves

; you have crippled the
institution of Slavery in the States by your unjust laws,
and it is mere folly and madness now to ask for protec-
tion for a nonentity, for a thing which is not there. We
have no slaves to carry to these Territories. We can
never make another Slave State with our present supply
of slaves. But if we could, it would not be wise, for the
reason, that if you make another Slave State from our
new Territories with the present supply of slaves, you
will be obliged to give up another Stale, either Maryland,
Delaware, or Virginia, to Free Soil upon the North.
Now, I would deal with this question, fellow-Democrats,
as a practical one. When I can see no possible practical
good to result to the country from demanding legislation
upon this theory, I am not prepared to disintegrate and
dismember the great Democratic party of this Union. I

believe that the hopes of this country depend upon the
maintenance of the great Democratic party North. It

is no trouble for a man to be a saint in Heaven.

" When the devil wii.s sick.

The devil a monk would be:
The devil Kot well,

But devil a mm.k wiis be," (Great laughter.)

We, the Democrac.v of the South, are mere carpet-
knights. It is no trouble for us to be Democrats (Ap-
plause and laughter.) When I look to the Northern
Democrats, 1 see them standing up there and breasting
the tide of fanaticism, opiiression, wrong, and slander,
with which they have to contend. I view in these men
types of the old ancient Romans ; I view in them all that
is patriotic and noble ; and, for one, I am not willing to
cut loose from them. (Great cheering.) I say, then,
that I will hold on to my Democratic friends of the
North to the last day of the week—late in the evening.
(Great laughter.) I am not willing to present to tliem a
half issue of this sort. I am not willing to disintegrate,
dismember, and turn them over to the ruthless hands of
the thieving Black Kepublicans of the North. I would
ask my friends of the South to couie up in a proper
spirit, ask our Northern friends to give us all our rights,

and take off the ruthle.ss restrictions which cut otf the
supply of slaves from foreign lands. As a matter of
right and justice to the South, I would ask the Democracy
of the Noith to grant us this thing, and I believe they
have the patriotism and honesty to do it, because it is

right in itself 1 tell you, fellow-Democrats, that the
African Slave-trader is the true Union man (Cheers and
laughter.) I tell you that tlie Slave-trading of Virginia
is more immoral, more unchristian in every possible
point of view, than tliat African Slave-trade which goes
to Africa and brings a heathen and worthless man here,
luakes him a useful man. Christianizes him, and sends
li.iii and his posterity down the stream of time to join in
the blessings of civilization. (Cheers and laughter.)
Now, fellow-Democrats, so far as any public expression
of the State of Virginia—the great Slave-trading State
of N'irginia—has been given, they are all opposed to the
Af icau Slavet-rade.

Dr. Heed of Indiana.—I am from Indiana, and I am in
favor of it,

Mr. Gaulden—Now, gentlemen, we are told, upon
h'gh authority, that there is a certain class of men who
strain at a gnat and swallow a camel. Now, Virginia,
which authorizes the buying of Christian men, separat-
ing them from their wives and children, from all the re-

lations and associations amid whom they have lived for
years, rolls up her eyes in holy horror when I would go to

Africa, buy a savage, and introduce him to the Ijlessings

of civilization and Christianity. (Cheers and laughter.)
Ml'. Kynders of N. Y.—You can get one or two re-

cruits from New-York to join with you.
The President.—The time of the gentleman has ex-

pired. (Cries of " Go on ! Go on !")

The President—stated that if it was the unanimous
wL-li of the Convention, the gentleman could proceed.

.Mr. Gaulden.— Now, Fellow-Democrats, the slave-
'.rade in Virginia forms a mighty and powerful reason
for its opposition to the African slave-trade, and in this
remark I do not intend any disrespect to my friends
from Virginia. Virginia, the Mother of States and of
statesmen, the Mother of Presidents, I apprehend may
err as well as other mortals. I am afraid that her error
In this regard lies in the promptings of the almighty dol-
lar. It has been my fortune to go into that noble old
^Iafc to buy a few darkies, and I have had to pay from
tl.OOO to $2,000 a head, when I could go to Africa and

buy better negroes for .$50 apiece. (Gre.'Jt laughter.)
Now, unquestionably, it is to the interest of Virginia to

break down the African slave-trade when she can sell

her negroes at $2,000. She knows that the African slave-

trade would break up her monopoly, and hence her ob-
jection to it. If any of you Northern Democrats—for I

have more faith in you tlian I have in the Carpet-Knight
Democracy of the South—will go home with me to my
])lantation in Georgia, but a little way from here, I will

show you some darkies that I bought in Maryland, some
that I bought in Virginia, some in Delaware, some in

Florida, some in North Carolina, and I will also show
you the pure African, the noblest Roman of them all.

(Great laughter.) Now, Fellow-Democrats, my feeble

health and failing voice, admonish me to bring the few
remarks I have to make to a close. (Cries of " Go on,

go on.") I am only sorry that I am not in a better con
dition than I am to vindicate before you to-day the
words of truth, of honesty, and of light, and to show
you the gross inconsistencies of the South in this regard.

I came from the First Congressional District of the State

of Georgia. I represent the African Slave-trade inter-

ests of that section. (Applause.) I am proud of the

position I occupy in that respect. I believe that the
African slave-trader is a true missionary, and a true

Christian (applause), and I have pleaded with my dele-

gation from Georgia to put this issue squarely to the
Northern Democracy, and say to them. Are you pre-

pared to go back to first principles, and take off your
unconstitutional restrictions, and leave this question to

be settled by each State? Now do this, fellow-citizens,

and you will have peace in the country. But so long as

your Federal Legislature takes jurisdiction of this ques-

tion, so long will there be war, so long will there be ill-

blood, so long will there be strife, until this glorious

Union of ours shall be disrupted and go out in blood
and night forever. I advocate the repeal of the laws
prohibiting the African Slave-trade, because I believe it

to be the true Union movement. I do not believe that

sections whose interests are so different as the Southern
and Northern States can ever stand the shocks of fanati-

cism, unless they be equally balanced. I believe by re-

opening this trade, and giving us negroes to populate the

Territories, that the equilibrium of the two sections will

be maintained. But if the South lies supinely by, and
allows the people of the North to people all theTerri-

tories, until we come to be a hopeless fraction in tiie

Government, then that gallant band of Democrats North
may in vain attempt to stay the torrent that will roll

down upon us. It will not be in your power to do it. It

shouldbetheobject of the South now to say to the North:

Let us have all our rights in this matter ; let us take off

these restrictions against the African Slave-trade, and
leave it to each State to settle for itself. Then we would
want no protection, and then I would be willing to let

you have as much Squatter Sovereignty as you wish.

Give us an equal chance, and I tell you the institution

of Slavery will take care of itself. We will give you all

the Squatter Sovereignty that the North can desire, Mr.

Douglas, or anybody else, if you will take off the uncon-
stitutional restrictions on the Slave-trade and let the

negroes come. Then, gentlemen, we should proceed
harmoniously, go on to prosper and prospering, until

the last trump of God should sound ; until time was
merged in the ocean of eternity. (Applause.) I say,

Fellow-Democrats, that I remained here because I have
great faith in the Northern Democracy. If I am forced

to part with you, it will be with a bleeding heart. I

know not exactly what position 1 occupy here (laugh-

ter), for the majority of my delegation have voted to

secede. We came here instructed to vote as a unit.

Whether the minority are bound to go out with the

majority is a question which I have not yet fully deter-

mined in my own mind, but at any rate, I told them this

morning, and I tell them now, I will not go out yet ; I

intend to stay here; I intend to hold on to the great

Democratic Party of the Union so long as I can consist-

ently with honor and propriety, for I believe that if we
break up in a row here, and the Democratic Party of

the country is destroyed, this Union falls as certainly as

the sun rises and sets. I warn you, seceders, if your
action here to-day should have the effect of dismember-

ing and destroying the great Democratic Party of the

North, that you destroy this Government beyond all

question (applause); and the Union falls, and falls for-

ever ! Now, I am not a disunionist, I love this Union

for the memories of the past and for the hopes of the

future. (Applause.) The blood of my ancestors was
poured out around this city and throughout the South to

rear aloft the proud banner of our glorious Union. I, as

an Immble descendant of theirs, feel bound to maintain

this Union and the Constitution so long, and no longer

than I can do it honorably and justly to myself and my
country. But 1 do not yet despair of the Uepublic. En-
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tertaining, as I do, such profound respect, nay, almost

veneration for the justice of the Democracy of the

North, I will yet stand by you for a time. I will do all

that in me lies to heal these differences. I trust that the

result of our deliberations will be the nomination of

iuch a man as will give peace to the country and suc-

cess to the great JJeuuicratic National Party of the

Union. (Oreat applause.)

The Convention having decided to proceed to

ballot for I'lesident, at -t p.m., Wni. Howard,

of Tennessee, moved that two-thirds (202) of a

full Coineniioii (Siio) be required to nominate,

which, after niucii discussion and confusion, was

adopted— 141 to 112—as follows:

Ykas : - .M ine, S ; Massachusetts, S} ; Connecticut. 2}

;

New-York, Ho ; New-Jersey 5i ; Pennsylvania, 171 ; Dela-

ware, 2 ; Slarylanrl, 6 ; Virginia, 15 ; North Carolina. 10 ;

South Caroiii'ia, I; Missouri, 4i; Tennessee, 11; Ken-

tucky, 11; Miiiiiesuta, H; California, 4; Oregon, 3—U1.

jjj^YS :—.Maiii>-, 5; New-Hampshire, 5; Vermont, 5;

Massaclmse.t-;, 4f; Kliode Island, 4; Connecticut, oj

;

New-Jersey, li ; Pennsylvania, 9} ; Maryland, 2 ; Ar-

kanS4.s, 1 ; Missouri, 4+ ; Tennessee, 1: Kentucky, 1;

Ohio, 23; In.iiiina, 13; Illinois, 11; Michigan, 6; Wis-

consin. 5; Iowa, 4 ; Minnesota, 21—112.

Candidates were put in nomination, and the

Convention proceeded to ballot, as follows :

1st Ballot 145J
2 147

•S 14S1
4 149

5 149}

6 149i

7 1601-

8 15 1
9 15 Jj

lit \:i'i

11 loMf

11... iO'i

IS 1491

14 150
15 150

iti 16v)

17 15)

18 '50

19 151

20 15)

21 1501
2-i IMn
23 152!-

24 l.ili

25 l.Ml
2ij l.'.Il

27 15!i
2S 1511
29 15:i
3") 1511
31 loll
32 15l'1

33 15-2i

3t 152i

85 1.52

c6 1511
37 15il
83 1"^U
89 1511
40.. 1511
41 'Sli

42 1511
4:i 1511
44 l.=il.j

45 1511
46 1511
47 1511
48 15U
49 ISli
50 151!-

51 15U
52 1511
53 15'!
54 ].51t

WS 15U
66 l.Ml
B7 1511

35 42 7
861 411 61
42 36 6}
871 411 5
371 41 5
391 41 3

3sl 41 4
ask 4"! 41
41 391 1

391 39 4
391 38 4
391 38 4
391 281 1

41 27 1

411 261 1
42 26 1
42 26 i
411 26 1

411 26 1

42 26 1
411 26 1
411 26 1
4U 25 1
4!1 25 11
411 25 11
411 25 12
421 25 12
42 25 121
42 25 18
45 25 13

347 t 821
471 221
471
47i
471 22
48 22
641 1<!

66 16
CCl 16
fii;i 16
661 16

661 16
651 16

651 16
6.il 16
6.51 16
6.il 16
6.>1 16

<
12
12
12
12
12
12
11
11

12
12

12
12
12
12
12

12
12
12
12
12
12
12
12
12
12
12
12
12
11

11
11

11
11
12
12

5
4
4
4
4
4

61 2"! 2
&^1 16 4
6.51 16 4
6ol 16 4

6f.l 16
65* 16
6-51 16
61 16
6.'.1 16

6
6
6
6
6

7

6

6
6

51
61
6

2) .

2ni
201
201

201
2111

201
2"1
201
201

191
191
191
9

S
8
Tl
51
51
5*
141
121
13
13
121
13
121
121
121
13
13
13
13
13
13
13

14
U
14
14
14
16
14
14
14

>-» H fc

U 21 1

1 21-

1

11
H
H
11
11
1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

11

On the 3d of May, and the 10th day of the

session, Mr. Kussoll, of Virginia, oflered the

following :

Iie.wlced.TUn when this Convention adjourns to-day,

it aOj.iurn to re-as-emble at B.illiraore, Md., on Monday,
the ISth day of June, and that it be respectfully recom-

mended to the Democratic parly of the several States to

make provision for suiiplying all vacancies in their re-

spective delegations to this Convention when it shall re-

assemble. (Applause.)

After the failure of attempts to cliange the

place of meeting to New-York, Fhiladelphia,

etc., and also to change the time to a later pe-

riod, the resolve was adopted—195 to 55—as

follows

:

Yeas:—Maine, 5; New-Hampshire, 5; Vermont, 5;
Massachusetts, 10 ; Rhoile Island, 4 ; Connecticut, 6 ; New-
York, 85; New-Jersey, 2; Pennsylvania, 231 ; Maryland,

5; Virginia, 141; Arkansas, 1 ; Missouri, 6 ; Tennessee,

7 ; Ohio, 23 ; Indiana, 13 ; Illinois, 11 ; Michigan, 6 ; Wis-

consin, 5 ; Iowa 4, Minnesota, 4; California 3—195.

Nats:—Maine, 8; Connecticut, 8; New-Jersey, 3;
Pennsylvania, 3; Maryland, 8; Virginia, 1; North-Caro-

lina, 14, Missouri, 8 ; Tennessee, 5 ; Kentucky, 2—55.

Gen. Gushing, the President, made a brief

speech, and the Convention adjourned to meet

again in Baltimore, on the ISch of June suc-

ceeding.

SECEDERS.

The retiring delegates met at St. Andrew's

Hall, and were waited on with manifestations of

sympathy by a portion of the Wood Delegation,

from New-York, who, however, were not in-

vited or admitted to seats. Tlie seceders or-

ganized by the appointment of Senator James
A. Bayard,of Delaware, as Chairman, and, after

much animated discussion, adopted the follow-

ing Platform :

Remlved, That the Platform adopted by the Demo-
cratic party at Cincinnati be affirmed, with the following

explanatory Kesolutions

:

yimt, Tliat t!ie Government of a Territory organized

by an act of Congress, is provisional and temporary;
and, during its existence, all citizens of the United States

have an equal right to settle with their property in the

Territory without their rights, either of person or pro-

perty, being destroyed or impaired by Congressional or

Territorial Legislation.

Second, That it is the duty of the Federal Government,
in al! its departments, to protect when necessary the

rights of persons and property in the Territories, aud
wtierever else its Constitutional authority extends.

Third, Tliat when the settlers in a Territory having
an adequate population form a State Constitution in

pursuance of law, the right of sovereignty commences,
and, being consummated by admission into tlie Union,
they stand on an equal footing with the people of other

States ; and the State thus organized ought to be admits

ted into the Federal Union, whether its Constitution pro-

hibits or recognizes the institution of Slavery.

Fourth, That the Democratic party are in favor of the

acquisition of the Island of Cuba, on such terms as shall

be honorable to ourselves and just to Spain, at the

earliest practicable moment.
Fifth, That the enactments of State Legislatures to

defeat the faithful execution of the Fugitive Slave Law,
are hostile in character, subversive of the Constitution,

aud revolutionary in their effect.

Sixth, That the Democracy of the United States re-

cognize it as the imperative duty of this Government to

protect the naturalized citizen in all his rights, whether
at home or in foreign lands, to the same extent as its

native-born citizens.

WIiere&», one of the greatest necessities of the age, in

a Political, Commercial, Postal and Military point of
view, is a speedy communication between the Pacific and
Atlantic coasts. Therefore, be it

1
Resolved, That the Democratic party do hereby pledge

!
themselves to use every means in their power to secure
the jiassageof some bill to the extent of the Constitutional

authority of Congress for the construction of a Pncifio

Railroad from the Mississippi River to the Pacific Ocean,
al the earliest practicable moment.
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After talking for four days, the Seceders' Con-

1

vention adjourned to meet in Richmond, Vir-

ginia, on the second Monday in June. Dele-

gates were present from the following States ;

Alabama, Texas, Arkansas, Missouri, Louisiana,

MLssissippi, Florida, Georgia, South Carolina,

Virginia, Delaware.

TEE SECEDERS AT RICHMOND.

According to adjournment, the Seceding
delegates met at Richmond, Va., on the lltli

June. Delegates were present from Alabama,
Arkansas, Texas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Georgia,

South Carolina, Florida, 2d Congressional Dis-

trict of Tennessee, and the 7th Electoral District

of Virginia. The Hon. John Erwin, of Alabama,
was chosen President, with several Vice-Presi-

dents and Secretaries. The Convention adopted
the following resolutions, and on the 12th, at

12 o'clock, adjourned:

Jiesolved, That as the delegation from States repre-
sented in this Convention are assembled upon tlie basis
of the platform recommended by a majority of tlie States
at Charleston, which we indorse, we deem it unnecessary
to take any further action on tne subject at the present
time.

Resolved, That wlien this Convention adjourn it

adjourn to meet in this city on Thursday, the 21st inst.
;

provided that the President of this Convention may call

it together at an earlier or a later day, if it be deemed
necessary.

The Convention reassembled on the 21st;
but, without doing any business, adjourned to

the following day, and so continued to meet and
adjourn, awaiting the action of the Convention
at Baltimore, till after the nomination of Breck-
inridge and Lane ; when such of the Delegates
as had not joined the Seceders in Baltimore,
adopted the candidates and platform of the
Breckinridge party, and adjourned sine die.

THE NATIOJs^AL DEMOCRATIC CONVEX-
TION AT BALTIMORE.

In accordance with the adjournment at

Charleston, the National Democratic Convention
reassembled at Baltimore, on Monday, the 18th
June, and held their sessions in the Front street

theatre.

At eleven o'clock, President Gushing, who appeared on
the platform but did not take the chair, directed the Se-
cretary to call tlie roll of States in order to ascertain if

the delegates were present.

On the calling of the roll, the following States were
found to be fully represented : Maine, New-Hampshire,
Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, New-York, New-
Jersey, Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina, Missouri,
Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin, Iowa, Min-
nesota, California, Oregon.
Connecticut was represented in part, there being some

misunderstanding as to the liour of meeting, which liad
been fixed at 10 o'clock.

Two delegates were present from Delaware.
When the State of South Carolina was called, the Chair

directed that only those States be called which were
present at the adjournment of the Convention at Charles-
ton, consequently South Carolina, Georgia, Florida,
Alabama, Louisiatla, Mississii)j.i, Arkansas and Texas,
were not called.

In consequence of a misapprehension as to the time, the
President delayed calling the Convention to order till 12
o'clock, when he took tlie Chair and said :

Gkntlemki; op the Convkntion : Permit me, in the first

place, to congratulate you upon your being raassembled
Isere for the discharge of your important duties in the
interests of the Democratic party of the United States;
and I beg leave, in the second place, to communicate to
tlie Convention the state of the various branches of its

business, as they now come up for consideration before
you.

Prior to the adjournment of the Convention, two princi-
pal subjects of action were before it. One, the adoption
of the doctrinal resolutions constituting the platform of
the Conventien ; the other, voting upon the question of
the nomination of a candidate for the Presidency.

In tlie course of the discussion on tlie adojition of a
lilatform, the Convention adopted a vole, the effect of
which was to amend the report of the majority of tlie

Committee on Platform by substituting tlie nport of the
minority of that Committee ; and after the adoption of
that motion, and the substitution of llie minority for the
majority report, a division was called for upon the
Several resolutions constituting that [datform, being five

in number. The 1st, 3d, 4th and 5th of those resolutions
were adopted by the Convention, and the 2d was rejected.
After the vote on the adoption of the 1st, 3d, 4th and 5th
of those resolutions, a motion was made in each case to
reconsider the vote, and to lay that motion of reconsid-
eration upon the taiile. But neither of those motions to

reconsider or to lay on the table was put, the putting of
those motions having been prevented by the intervention
of questions of privilege, and the ultimate vote competeni
in such case, to wit, on the adoption of the report of the
majority as amended by the report of the minority, had
not been acted upon by the Convention. So that at the
time wlien the Convention adjourned there remained
pending before it these motions, to wit; To reconsider

—

the resolutions constituting the platform, and the ulterior
question of adopting the majority as amended by the
substitution of the minority report. Those questions, and
those only, as the Chair understood the motions before
the Convention, were not acted upon prior to the adjourn-
ment.
After the disposition of the intervening questions of

privilege, a motion was made by Mr. McCook, of Ohio, to
proceed ^o vote for candidates for President and Vice-
President. Upon that motion, the Convention instructed
the Chair (not, as has been erroneously supposed, in the
recess of the Convention, the Chair determining for the
Convention, but the Convention instructing the Chair) to
make no declaration of a nomination excej)! upon a vote
equivalent to two-thirds in the Electoral College of the
U/iittd States, and upon that balloting, no such vote be-
ing given, that order was, upon the motion of the gentle-
man from Virginia (Mr. Russell), laid on tlie table, for the
purpose of enabling him to propose a motion, which be
subsequently did, that the Convemion adjourn from the
city ot Charleston to tlie city of Baltimore, and with a
provision concerning the filling of vacancies embraced in

the same resolution, which resolution the Secretary will

please read.
The Secretary read the resolution as follows :

" Re.xohe(l, That when this Convention adjourns to-day, it

adjourn to reassemble at Baltimore, JId., on -Monday, the 18th
day of June, and that it be respectfully recommended to the
Democratic party of the several States, to make provision for
supplying all vacancies in their respective delegates to this

Convention when it shall reassemble."

The President.—The Convention will thus perceive that
the order adopted by it provided, among other things,

that it is respectfully recommended to the Democratic
party of the several States to make provisions for sup-
plying all vacancies in their respectives delegation to this

Convention when it shall reassemble. What is the con-
struction of that resolution ?—what is the scope of its ajv
plication ?— is a question not for the Chair to determine
or to suggest to the Convention, but for the Convention
itself to determine.
However that may be, in the preparatory arrangements

for the jjresent assembling of tins Convention, there were
addressed to the Chair the credentials of members elected,

or purporting to be elected, affirmed and confirmed by
the original Conventions and accredited to this Conven-
tion. In three of those cases, or perhaps four, the cre-

dentials were authentic and complete, preseming no
question of controverting delegates. In four others, to

wit—the States of Georgia, Alabama, Louisiana and Dele-

ware—there were contesting applications. Upon those

applications the Chair was called to determine whether
it possessed any power to determine prima facie mem-
bership of this Convention. That question was presented
'n its most absolute and complete form in the case of

Mississippi, where there was no contest either through
irregularity of form or of competing delegations, and Ro

also in the cases of Florida, Te.xas and Arkansas. In
those four States, tbera being an apparent authenticity

of commission, the Chair was called upon to determine
the naked, abstract question whether he had power, per-

emptorily and preliminarily, to determine xhaprimafaoii
membership of alleged members of this Convention. The
Chair would gladly have satisfied himself that he had this

power, but upon examining the source of his power, to
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wit—the rules of the House of Representatives—he was
unable to discern that he liail any autlioritj-, even
prima facie, to scrutinize and canvass credentials,

althoui;h they were such as, upon their face, were free

from contest or controversy either of form or of substance,
and therefore he deemed it Ids duty to reserve the deter-

minatiun of that question to be submitted to the Conven-
tion. And indue time the Chair will present that ques-
tion as one of privilege to this body.

Gentlemen, the Convention is now in order for the
transaction of business.

^
.

The Addrc?? of the Pre.sidcnt waa delivered

in a clear, loud voice, with ntuch einpha.«is, and
was listened to with close attention. The state-

ment of the position in which the business was
left at the time of the adjournment at Charles-

ton, created an evident sensation, inasmuch as it

indicated that, according to the opinion of the

Chair, the platform question, as well as the re-

solution declaring that a vote equal to two-thirds

of the full electoral college to be necessary to

the nomination of a candidate for the Presi-

dency, were each in a position to be again

brought up for the action of the Convention.

ADMISSION OF DELEGATES.

Mr. Howard, of Tennessee, offered the following
resolution

:

Resolved, that the President of this Convention direct

the Sergeant-at-Arms to issue tickets of admission to the

deleg;ates of the Convention as originally constituted and
organized at Charleston.

Mr. Cavanaugh, of Minnesota, moved to lay the reso-

lution on the table, and upon that motion called for a
vote by States ; but by request withdrew his motion to

permit" Mr Sanford E. Church, of N. Y., to offer the fol-

lowing, which was read for the information of the Con-
vention and created much excitement :

RtmlVfd, That the credentials of all persons claiming
seats in tliis Convention made vacant by the secession

of delegates at Charleston be referred to the Committee
on Credentials, and said Committee is hereby instructed,

as soon as practicable, to examine the same and report
the names of persons entitled to such seats, with the
district—understanding, however, that er\'ery person ac-

cepting a seat in this Convention is bound in honor and
good faith to abide by the action of this Convention and
support its nominations.

After a running debate on questions of order,

in which Messrs. Cochrane, of N. Y., Saulsbury,

of Del., Clark, of Mo., Montgomery, of Pa.,

Cavanaugh, of Min., and the Chair participated.

Mr. Church moved his resolution as an amendment to

that offered by Mr. Howard, and upon that he called for

the previous question.

Messrs. Gilmor and Randall rose to debate the ques-
tion, but the Chair ruled debate not in order.

Mr. Avery, of North Carolina.—I call for a division of

tha question, so that the first question shall be upon
referring those credentials to the Committee, and the
second question upon the proposition to initiate test-

oaths in 'he Democratic Convention. [Applause]
The Ciiair could not entertain such a proposition at

that time, as the previous question had been demanded.
The que-iiiin was—Would the Convgntion second the
demand fo. the previous question ?

Mr. Russell, of Va.—I ask that this Convention will

allow me to make a friendly, candid and sincere appeal
to the gentleman who made the call for the previous
question (.Mr. Church, of New-York) to withdraw his

call.

The President.—The Chair has no authority over that

question.
Mr. Russell.—I ask the Chair to appeal to the gentle-

man to allow fair play in this Convention.
Jlr. Stuart, of Mich.—I insist that the Chair preserve

order.

The President.—The gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
Russell) is not in order.

'Mr. Russell. — If we are to be constrained to silence, I

beg gentlemen to consider the silence of Virginia as

somewhat ominous. (Applause and hisses.)

Tlie qu stion was stated to be upon seconding the
demand for the previous question, lieing taken rivil

voce.
The President stated that the noes ai>peared to have it_

Mr. Richardson, of 111., doubted the announcement,
and asked that the vote be taken by Slates, which was
ordered.

Mr. Rrodhead, of Pa., stated that Mr. Church was
willing to withdraw his call for the orevious question.
The Chair decided that it was too late.

Mr. Saulsbury, of Delaware, moved a recess to i p.m.
Lost: 73i to 176.}.

Mr. Howard, of Tennessee.—I hold in my hand a respect-
ful communication from one of the States of this Cnion,
Mississippi, not now represented upon this floor, addressed
to the President of this Convention. I desire that it be
read for the information of the Convention.
The President.—It can only be done by common consent,

as the seconding the demand for the previous question is

now pending.
Cries of " object," "object," from various quarters.
The President—Objection being made to reading this

communication, the Secretary will proceed to call the roll

of States upon the seconding the demand for the previous
question.

The question being then taken by States upon second-
ing the demand for the previous question, it was not
agreed to.

Yeas.—Maine, C; New-Hampshire, 5; Vermont, 4J ;

Massachusetts, 4 ; Connecticut, 3i ; New-Jersey, '2J ; Penn-
sylvania, 9J ; Maryland, 2; Missouri, 21; Tennessee, 3;
Kentucky, li; Ohio, 23; Indiana, 13 ; Illinois, 11; Miclii-

gan, G; Wisconsin, 5; Iowa, 4 ; Miimesota, 2i— lOSJ.
N.ws.—Maine, 2; A'ermont, i; Massachusetts, 8};

Rhode Island, 4 ; Connecticut, 2—one absent ; New-York,
O.J ; New-Jersey, 4J ; Pennsylvania, IGi ; Delaware, 2 ;

Jlaryland, 6; Virginia, 15; North Carolina, 10; Arkansas,
I; Missouri, C>| ; Tennessee, 8; Kentucky, lOi ; Minne-
sota, ]|; California, 4 ; Oregon, 8—140!.

On calling the roll, the New-Y'ork delegation asked per-
mission to retire fi.r consultation, and during the interim
there was an entire cessation of business. The vote of the
State as a unit was finally rendered against the call for the
previous question.
The ()uestion was then stated to be upon the amendment

to the amendment.
Mr. Gilmor, of Pennsylvania, offered the following

amendment to Mr. Church's resolution :

Renolred, That the President of the Convention be di-

rected to issue tickets of admission to seats in the Conven-
tion, to the delegates from the States of Texas, Florida,
Jlis.sissippi, and Arkansas, in which States there are no
contesting delegations.

Without taking a vote on Mr. Gilmor's resolution, the
Convention, on motion of Mr. Randall, of Pa., took a re-

cess till 5 P.M.

When the Convention reassembled, the President said

:

Mr. Randall, of Pennsylvania, has the floor upon an
amendment moved by Mr. Gilmor, of Pennsylvania.
Before proceeding in the debate, the Chair begs leave to

state to the Convention that he has had placed in his hands
the credentials of gentlemen claiming seats in the Conven-
tion, from the States of Delaware, Georgia, Alabama, Flo-

rida, Mississippi, Louisiana, Te.xas, and Arkansas, includ-
ing in that enumeration the letter presented to the Con-
vention, in his place, by Mr. Howard, of Tennessee, in be-
half of the gentlemen claiming seats from the State of
.Mississippi, and in addition to that, there has been ad-
dressed to the Chair, a communication from Mr. Chaffee,
clauning a seat from the State of Massachusetts. The Chair
deems it his duty to communicate the fact to the Conven-
tion that those several documents have been placed in his

hands, to be jiresented at the proper time to the considera-
tion of the Convention.
Mr. Gilmor, of Pennsylvania.—I have made a small ad-

dition to the amendment I offered this morning to the
amendment of the gentleman from New-Y'ork ( Mr. Church),
for the purpose of covering the cases mentioned by the
Chair just now.
The amendment, as modified, was read as follows

:

EennlverJ, That the Piesident of the Convention be au-
thorized to issue tickets cf admission to seats in this Con-
vention, to the delegates from the States of Arkansas,
Texas, Florida, and Mississippi, in which States there are
no contesting delegations, and that in those States, to wit

:

Delaware, Georgia, Alabama, and Louisiana, where there
are contesting delegations, a Committee on Credentials
shall be appointed, by the several delegations, to report
upon said States.

After discussing points of order, Mr. Clark, of Missouri,

offered a substitute for Mr. GHmor's amendment, which
was read for the informction of the Convention, as fol

lows

:

.*trike out the proviso In the amendment of Mr. Church,
of New-Y"ork, and add the following:

lie»<'lred. That the citizens of tlie several States of the
Union have an equal rl^t to settle and remain in the Ter.
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ritorieg of the United States, and to hold therein, unmo-
lested by any legislation whatever, their slave and other
property ; and that this Convention recognizes the opinion
of the Supreme Court of tlie United States in the Dred
Scott case, as a true exposition of the Constitution in re-

gard to the rights of the citizens of the several States and
Territories of the TTnited States, upon all subjects concern-
ing wliich it treats ; and that the members of this Conven-
tion pledge themselves, and require all others who may be
autliorized as delegates to make the same pledge, to sup-
port the Democratic candidates, fairly and in good faith,

nominated by this Convention according to the usages of
tlie N'ational Democratic Party.

Mr. Randall then took the floor and opposed the amend-
ment of Mr. Church, and favored that of Mr. Gilmor.
The amendment of the gentleman from New York im-

poses a condition upon the returning members of the
several States that seceded at Charleston. I deny the
power of the Convention to impose any such condition.
The right of their constituents is unqualified and
beyond the power of this Convention, to send their re-

presentatives to this body without condition and without
limitation. (Applause and hisses). It is an interference
with the right of the constituents of seven seceding
States to impose any qualification upon their represent-
atives in this body. I deny its equity or its justice. We
who sit here—the honorable gentleman who moved the
amendment, the President, the Vice-Presidents of this

body— all who sit here, are unfettered by any such
limitation or condition. (Applause.) What justice in
imposing upon others the condition that they shall come
in here as slaves, with the bands and the iron fetters

about them, with no right to e.xercise their judgment or
their patriotism, except as the majority of this body
may choose to indicate? I deny the power or the right.

The proposition has been put in the least ofiFensive

sliape.

It is said in the amendment that it is " understood."
Understood ! an apology for the broad declaration of a
naked invasion of the rights of freemen. Not that the
members of this body thus admitted have denied the
right, but it is understood that they are pledged to do
what other members are not pledged to do—to conform
to the decision of tlie majority. Mr. President and gen-
tlemen, I invoke you to look at the injustice of every
such qualification—a qualification which no honorable
man, except under very peculiar circumstances, could
ever submit to ; a qualification which it is known that
the representatives of these seven seceding States will

never submit to. (Apiilause and hisses.) But, Mr. Pre-
sident and brethren of the great Democratic family,
who are now contending for the success of the Demo-
cratic cause, I ask you to halt, not simply upon the
ground of right and justice, but of policy. Not a mem-
ber of this body but knows that the representatives of
those States will not give any such pledge (applause
and hisses); that it is tantamount to a declaration of
secession from the body, (.\pplause and hisses.)

The debate was continued by Messrs. Richardson, of
111., Cochrane, of N. Y., Montgomery, of Pa., Merrick,
of 111., King, of Mo., and West of Ct., againsD Mr. Gil-

mor's amendment, and by Messrs. Russell, of Va.,
Kwing, of Tenn , Loring, of Mass., Hunter, of Mo.,
Aveiy, of N. C, and Atkins, of Tenn., in favor. At last,

Mr. Atkins moved the previous question, which was sus-

tained, 233 to IS}, and the Convention adjourned till

Tuesday morning.
On the reassembling of the Convention, Mr. Church

asked and obtained unanimous consent to make a pro-
po.sition which he thought would produce harmony. He
said:
Upon consultation with the gentleman (Mr. Gilmor,,

who moved tliat amendment to my amendment, we
have agreed, if it meets the approbation of this Conven-
tion, for the purpose of harmonizing the action of this

Convention, to an arrangement alike honorable to both
sides, and whicli, if carried out, will terminate tlie con-
troversy as to pending questions. The proposition which
has been made and accepted is simply this: The gentle-
man from Pennsylvania (Mr. Gilmor) is to withdraw his

amendment to my amendment, and then I am to with-
draw the latter part of my resolutions, leaving only a
simple resolution of reference to the Committee on Cre-
dentials. (Applause).

This ijroposition was accepted, and the resolution, as
thus amended, was adopted without a division. Vacan-
cies in the Committee on Credentials were filled, and the
committee, as now constituted, consisted of the following
gentlemen :

C. D. Jameson, Me. ; A. P. Hughes, N. H. ; Stephen
ThoMiad, \ t.

; Oliver Stevens, Mass. ; George H. Brown,
U. 1. ; .laiue.s Gallagher, Conn. ; Delos De Wolfe, N. Y.

;

A. U. spear, N. J. ; H. M. Forth, Pa. ; W. S. Uittings,

Md. ; E. W. Hubbard, Va. ; R. R. Bridges, N. C. ; B. F.
Perry, S. C. ; James B. Steadman, Ohio ; W. H. Carrol,
Tenn.

; S. A. Hall, Ind. ; W. J. Allen, 111. ; John M.
Krum, Mo. ; Benj. Follet, Mich. ; D. 0. Finch, Iowa

;

P. H. Smith, Wis. ; H. H. Sibley, Minn. ; J. H. Beverly,
Del.

;
Isaac J. Stevens, Oregon ; G. H. Morrow, Ken

tucky ; D. S. Gregory, Cal.
A paper was presented from Mr. O'Fallon, of Missouri,

who had acted at Charleston in the place of ons of the
regularly appointed delegates from that State, but had
beeji refused a ticket in Baltimore, asking admission.—
His case was referred to the Committee on Credentials.
The memorial of the contesting delegates from Arkan-

sas was also presented, and was handed to the Commit-
tee on Credentials. And the Committee took a recess
till 5 P.M., at which time it reassembled, but, the Com-
mittee on Credentials not being ready to report, the
Convention, without transacting any business, adjourned
to 10 o'clock the following day, 20lh.

The Convention met at the usual hour, on
Wednesday, the 20th, but, in consequence of tho
delay of the Committee on Credentials in report-
ing, no business was transacted.

REPORT OF THE COilillTTEE ON CREDENTIALS.

On Thursday, the 21st, the Committee on
Credentials presented their report, or rather re-
ports, for there were three ; the majority report
being presented by Mr. Krum, of Missouri, as
follows

:

1st. Resolved, That George H. Gordon, E. Barksdale,
W. F. Barry, H. C. Chambers, Jos. R. Davis, Beverly Mat-
thew, Charles Clarke, W. L. Featherston, P. F. Slidell,
C. G. Armistead, W. F. Avaunt, and T. J. Hucston, are
entitled to seats in this Convention as delegates from the
State of Mississippi.

2d. Jiesolved, That Pierre Soul6, P. Cotterman, R. C.
Wickliffe, Michael Ryan, Maunsell White, Charles Bien-
venala, Gustav Lenroy, J. C. Morse, A. S. Heron, N. D.
Colburn, J. N. T. Richardson and J. L.Walker are entitled

to seats in this Convention as delegates from the State of
Louisiana.

3d. Resolved, That R. W. Johnson, T. C. Hindman, J.

P. Johnson, Henry Carroll, J. Gould, and John A. Jor-
dan, be entitled to seats as Delegates from the State of
Arkansas, with power to cast two votes, and that Thomas
H. Bradley, M. Hooper, and D. C. Cross be also admitted
to seats as delegates from the same State, with power to

cast one vote ; and, in case either portion of said dele-

gales shall refuse or neglect to take their said seats and
to cast their said votes, the other portion of said dele-

gates taking seats in this Convention shall be entitled to

cast the entire three votes of said State.

4th. Resolved, That J. M. Bryan, P. R. Lubbock, F. S.

Stockdale, E. Green, H. R. Runnels, Wm. B. Ochiltree,

M. W. Carey, Wm. H. Parrows, R. Ward, J. F. Crosby, B.
Burrows, and V. IL Manning are entitled to seats from
Texas.

5th. Resolved, That James A. Bayard and William G.
Whiteley are entitled to seats from the county of New-
Castle, Del.

6th. Resolved, That K. S. Chaffee, who was duly admit-
ted at Charleston as a delegate from the fifth congress-

ional district of Massachusetts, is still entitled to said seat
in this Convention, and that B. F. Hallett, who has as-

sumed said seat, is not entitled thereto.

7th. Resolved, That John O'Fallon, who was duly ad-
mitted at Charleston as a delegate from the eighth electo-

ral district of Missouri, is still entitled to said seat in this

Convention, and that Johnson B. Gardy, who has as-

sumed said seat, is not entitled thereto.

8lh. Resolved, That R. A. Baker, D. C. Humphrey,
John Forsyth, Wm. Jewett, I. I. Seibles, S. C. Posey,
L. E. Parsons, Joseph C. Bradley, Thomas B. Cooper,
James Williams, C. H. Brynan, Daniel W. Weaklev,
L. M. B. Martyr, John W. Howard, W. R. R. AVyatt, B.

Hanson, Thos. M. Matthews, andNorbert AI. Lord are en-
tilled to seats in the Convention as delegates from the
State of Alabama.

9lh, Resolved, That the delegation from the State of
Georgia, of which H. L. Benning is chairman, be ad-
milted to seats in the Convention, with power to cast one-
half of the vote of said State, and that ihe delegation
from said Stale, of which Col. Gardner is chairman, be
also admitted to the Convention, with power to cast one-
half of the vote of said Stale ; and if either of said dele-

gations refuse or neglect to cast the vote as above indi-

cated, that in said case the delegates present in the Con-
vention be authorized to cast the full vote of said State
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Mr. Stevens, of Oregon.—I rise, Mr. President, to pre-

sent the report of a minority of the Committee on cre-

dentials, and 1 will proceed to read it

;

MINORITY REPORT.

To the President of the Democratic National Conven-
tion. :

Sir: We, the undersigned, members of the Committee
on Credentials, feel constrained to dissent from many of

the vifws and a large portion of the action of the major-
ity nftlie Committee in respect to the rights of delegates

to seats referred to them by the Convention, and to re-

spectfully recommend the adoption of the following reso-

lucloii.s

:

1. /fesoived, That B. F. Hallett is entitled to a seat in

this Conventioa, as a delegate from the 5tb Congression-
al district of the State of Massachusetts.

2. Jiesolved, That Johnson B. Gardy is entitled to a
seat in this Convention as a delegate from the Sib Con-
gressional district of the State of Slissouri.

3. /ie/iolved. That James A. Bayard and 'William G.
Whiteley are entited to seats in this Convention as dele-

gates fiom the State of Delaware.
4. Resolved, That the delegation headed by R. W.

Johnson are entitled to seats in this Convention as dele-

gates from the State of Arkansas.
o. Jiewlved, That the delegation of which George W.

Bryan is chairman are entitled to seats in this Conven-
tion from the State of Te.xas.

6. Eesolted, That the delegation of which John Tarle-
ton is chairman are entitled to seats in this convention
as delegates from the State of Louisiana.

7. Re-soived, That the delegation of which L. P. Walker
is chairman are entitled to seats in this Convention as

delegates from the Stale of Alabama.
5. That the delegation of which Henry L. Benning is

chairman are entitled to seats in this Convention as dele-

gates from the State of Georgia.

9. Resolved, That the delegation from the State of
Florida accredited to the Charleston Convention are in-

vited to take seats in this Convention and cast the vote
of the State of Florida.

The Committee presented an elaborately

argued report to sustain their resolutions, whicli

was jigned by

I. I. Stevens, Oregon, E. W. Hubbard, Va.,

A. R. Speer, N. J., R. R. Bp.idgers, N. C,
H. M. North, Penn., AV. H. Carroll, Tenn.,

John H. Bewley, Del., Geo. H. Morrow, Ky.,

D. S. Gregory, Cal,

In the points of difference between the ma-
jority and minority reports of the Committee
on Credentials, I concur in the conclusions of

the minority report in the cases of Georgia,

Alabama, Missouri and Massachusetts.

Aaron V. Hughes, New-Hampshire.

Mr. Gittings, of Maryland, presented still an-

other report, concluding with the following

resolutions

:

ReJiol-ved, That so much of the majority report of the
Committee on Credentials as relates to Massachusetts,
Missouri, Delaware, Arkansas, Georgia, Louisiana and
Texas, be adopted.
Required, That the delegation of which L. P. Walker

is chairman, be, and they are hereby, declared the only
regularly authorized representatives of the State of
Alabama, and as such are entitled to seats in the
National Democratic Convention.

Mr. Stevens demanded the previous question,

which was sustained by the Convention, and
the main question was ordered, but, without

taking the vote, the Convention adjourned.

When the Convention assembled on the 22d,

Mr. Gitiing.s withdrew his report, which brought
the minority report proper—that of Mr. Ste-

vens, of Oregon—first in order, and the question

being put on the substitution of the whole
minority report for the report of the majority,

the motion was lost, 100| to 150, as follows

:

Teas—Maine, 2} ; New-Hampshire, i ; Vermont, 1^ ;

llassachusetts, S ; Connecticut, 2i ; New-Jersey, 4 ; Pena-

sylvania, 17 ; Delaware, 2 ; Maryland, 5} ; Virginia, 14 ;

North Carolina, 9 ; Arkansas, i; Missouri, 5; Tennessee,

lO ; Kentucky, 10 ; Minnesota, IJ ; California, 4 ; Oregon,
3—IpOJ.

Nays—Maine, 5} ; New-Hampshire, 41 ; Vermont, 3J

;

Massachusetts, 5 ; Rhode Island, 4 ; Connecticut, Z\
;

New-York, 80 ; New-Jersey, 3; Pennsylvania, 10; Mary-
land, 2; Virginia, 1; North Carolina, 1; Arkansas,!;
Missouri, 4 ; Tennessee, 1 ; Kentucky, 2 ; Ohio, 23 ; In-

diana, 13 ; Illinois, 11 ; Michigan, ; Wisconsin, &; Iowa,
4 ; Minnesota, 2}—150.

Maryland, i vote not voted ; Tennessee, 1 vote not cast.

The question then recurred on adopting the miijority

report. A division being called for, the vote was taken
on the first resolution, admitting the original delegates

from Mississippi, which was adopted almost unanimously,
250 to 2i.
The vote was then taken on the second resolution,

admitting the Soule (Douglas) Delegates from Louisiana,

which resulted—Ays, 1.53 ; Nays, 1*5— as follows :

Yeas—Maine, 5i ; New-Hampshire, 4^ ; Vermont, 4J ;

Massachusetts, 5 ; Rhode Island, 4 ; Connecticut, 3i

;

New-York, 35 ; New-Jersey, 2^ ; Pennsylvania, 10 ; Mary-
land, 2J; Virginia,]; North Carohna, 2 ; Arkansas, ^ ;

Missouri, 4 ; Tennessee, 2 ; Kentucky, 2 ; Ohio, 23 ; In-

diana, 13 ; lUinois, 11 ; Jlichigan, 6 ; Wisconsin, 5 ; low a,

4; Minnesota, 2i—153.

Nays—Maine, 2J ; New-Hampshire, \ ; Vermont, i

;

Massachusetts, 8; Connecticut, 2i ; New-Jersey, 4i ;

Pennsylvania, 17; Delaware, 2 ; Maryland, 5i ; Virginia,

18; North Carolina, 8; Arkansas, j ; Missouri, 5; Ten-
nessee, 10; Kentucky, 10; Minnesota, IJ ; California,

4 ; Oregon, 3—9S.

So the second resolution was adopted. •

The question was then taken on the tliird resolution, ad-
mitting Col. Hindman and his colleagues (the original dele-

gates) with power to cast two votes, and Mr. Hooper and
his colleagues (the contestants) with i>ower to cast one
vote ; .and providing that, if either set of delegates refuse

to take seats, the other shall be entitled to cast the whole
vote of the State, (Arkansas).

A division of the question being called for, the President
decided that the resolution was divisible.

The question was taken on the three several propositions,

viz. :— 1st. The admission of the Hindman delegates, which
was adopted, 182 to 09. 2d. The admission of the Hooper
delegates, which was adopted, 150 to lOOJ-. 3d. On the
giving power to one set to cast the whole vote if the other

set withdrew, which was adopted without a division.

A vote was then taken on the fourth resolution of the
majority report, admitting the original delegation from
the State of Texas, which was adopted almost unani-
mously.
A vote was next taken on the fifth resolution, admitting

Bayard and Whiteley from Delaware. Adopted without di-

vision.

The sixth resolution, giving R. L. Chaffee the seat in the
Massachusetts delegation contested by Mr. Hallett, was
then adopted—yeas, 138, nays, 11 IJ.

Mr. Stuart, of Michigan, at tliis point, made motions to re-

consider each vote taken, and to lay the same on the ta-

ble, it being understood that the motions were not to be
put till votes on all the propositions had been taken.

The seventh resolution, declaring J. O'Fallon entitled to

the seat in the Missouri delegation claimed by John B.
Gardy, was then adopted—yeas, 138}, nays, 112.

The eighth resolution, admitting the contesting delegates

from Alabama, was next adopted. Y'eas, 148} ; Nays,
lOli.

The question then being on the ninth and last resolution

of the majority report, admitting both delegations from
Georgia, and dividing the vote of the State between thein,

with the provision that, if either refused to take seats, the

remaining delegates cast the vote of the State.

Before the vote was taken, Mr. Seward, of Georgia, pre-

sented a communication from Col. Gardner, Chairman of

the contesting delegates from Georgia, withdrawing from
the contest, and the resolution was lost—lOOi to 145. The
original (seceding) delegation from Georgia, headed by
H. L. Benning, was subsequently admitted.

The President stated the next question to be upon lay-

ing upon the table the motion to reconsider the vote by
which the Convention refused to substitute the resolu-

tions reported by the minority of the Committee on Cre-

dentials for those reported tiy the majority of said Com-
mittee.

The question being then taken by States, the motion to

lay on the table was not agreed to—yeas, 118} ; Nays, 128}
—as follows :

Y'eas—Maine, 5} ; New-Hampshire, 3 ; Vermont, 4} ;

Massachusetts, 5 ; Rhode Island, 4 ; Connecticut, 3} ; New-
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.^ersey, 3J ; P^nnsylvania, 10 ; Maryland, 2 ; North Caro-
lina, 1 ; Arkansas, i ; Missouri, 4^ ; Kentucky, 2 ; Ohio,

28; Indiana, 13; Illinois, 11 ; Micliigau, 6; Wisconsin, 5

;

Iowa, 4 ; Minnesota, 2;—113;-.

Nays—JIaine, 2^ ; New-llampsliire, 2 ; Vermont, i ;

Massachusetts, 8 ; Connecticut, 2J ; New-York, 35; New-
Jersey, 3i ; Pennsylvania, 17 ; Delaware, 2 ; Maryland,
6 ; Virginia, 15 ; North Carolina, 9 ; Arkansas, i ; Missouri,

4J; Tennessee, 12; Kentucky, 10; Minnesota, IJ; Cali-

fornia, 4; Oregon, 3

—

loSi.
When New-York was called, her delegates asked time

to consult, but finally gave her thirty-five votes against
tlie motion to lay upon the table, which, had it prevailed,
would have precluded all further reconsideration of the
subject.

The question recurred upon the motion to reconsider the
vote rejecting the minority resolutions.

Mr. Cessna, of Pa., moved the previous quesKon, which
was sustained, and the question being taken by States,

the motion to reconsider was rtyected—103 to 149—as fol-

lows:
Yeas - Maine, 2J-; New-Hampshire, 2 ; Vermont, 1; Mas-

sachusetts, S ; Connecticut, 24 ; New-Jersey, 4r ; Pennsyl-
vania, 17 ; Delaware, 2 ; Maryland, 6 ; Virginia, 15 ; North
Carolina, 9 ; Arkansas, i ; Missouri, 41-; Tennessee, 10;
Kentucky, 10; Minnesota, If ; California, 4; Oregon, 3

—

103.

Nats—Maine, 5} ; New-IIampshire, 3 ; Vermont, 4 ; Mas-
sachusetts, 5 ; Rhode Island, 4 ; Connecticut, 3J^ ; New-
Y^ork, 35 ; New-Jersey, 2i ; Pennsylvania, 10; Maryland,
2 ; North Carolina, 1 ; Arkansas, i ; Missouri, 4i ; Ten-
nessee, 2 ; Kentucky, 2; Ohio, 23; Indiana, 13; Illinois,

11 ; Micliigan, 6 ; Wisconsin, 5 ; Iowa, 4 ; Minnesota, 24

—

143.

The several motions to lay on the table the question of
reconsidering the votes by which each of the resolutions
of the majority had been adopted, were then put and car-

ried in the athrmative, and the several delegates who had
been voted in were then admitted to seats.

VIRfilNIA WITHDRAWS.'

BIr. Russell, of Virginia.—If it be the pleasure of your-
self, Mr. President and the Convention, I will now make
the brief announcement of which I made mention this
morning.

I will detain the Convention but a very brief time. I

understand that the action of this Convention upon the
various questions arising out of the reports from the
Committee on Credentials has become final, complete and
irrevocable. And it has become my duty now, by direc-
tion of a large majority of the delegation from Viiginia,
respectfully to inform this body tliat it is inconsistent
with their convictions of duty to participate longer in its

deliberations. (Loud applause iu the Conventiou and in
the galleries, with loud ciies from the galleries.)

The disorder continued for some minutes, after which
Mr. Kussell resumed—Tlie delegates from Virginia,

who participate in this movement, liave come to the con-
clusion which I have announced, after long, mature and
anxious deliberation, and after, in their judgment, hav-
ing exhausted all honorable eH'orts to obviate this neces-
sity. In addition to the facts which appear upon your
record, I desire the attention of this body long enough
only to state that it is ascertained that the delegations
to which you, sir, under the order of this Convention,
have just directed tickets to be issued—some of them at
least and all of them whom we regard as the representa-
tives of the Democracy of their States—will decline to
join here in the deliberations of this body. For the rest,
the reasons which impel us to take this important step
will be rendered to those to whom only we are responsi-
ble, the Democracy of the Old Dominion. To you, sir,

and to the body over which you preside, I have only to
say in addition that we bid you a respectful adieu.
The portion of the delegation from Virginia wliich re-

tired then left their seats and proceeded out of tiie Hall,
shaking hands with members of various delegations as
they passed along.

.Mr. .Motratt, of Virginia—made a speech in

(Iffense of hi.s course, and that of his coileagtio.s

who remained in the Convention.

WITHDRAWAL OF NORTH CAROLINA.
Mr. Lander, of North Carolina.—Mr. President, painful

as the duty is, it is, nevertheless, my duty to announce
here, as a representative of the delegates from North Caro-
lina, that a very large majority of them are compelled to
retire perraanently from this Conventiou on account of the
unjust action, as we conceive, that has this day been per-
petrated upon some of our sovereign States and fellow
citizens of the South. We of tlie South have heretofore

maintained and supported the Northern Democracy for fho
reason that they are willing to attribute to us in tlie South
equahty in the Union. The vote to-ilay has satisfied the
majority of the North Carolina delegates that, tiiat being
refused by our brethren of the Northern Democracy, North
Carolina—Rip Van Winkle, as you may call her—can no
longer remain in this Convention. The rights of sovereign
States and of gentlemen of the South have been denied by
a majority of tliis body. We cannot act, as we conceive,
in view of this wrong. I use the word " wrong" with no
intention to reflect upon those gentlemen of the North
Carolina delegation who differ with me or with the majority
of the delegation. For these reasons, without assigning
any more, as I have no idea of inflicting a speech upon
this Convention, who are in no state of preparation to re-

ceive it, I announce that eight out of ten of the votes of

North Carolina ask to retire.

WITHDRAWAL OF TENNESSEE.

Mr. Ewing, of Tennessee.—Mr. President, in behalf of
the delegation from Tennessee, I beg leave to address this

Convention upon this occasion, so important, and, to us,

so solemn in its consequences. The delegation from Ten-
nessee have exliibited, so far as they knew how, every dis-

position to harmonize tliis Convention, and to bring its

labors to a happy result. They were the first, when the
majority platform was not adopted, to seek for some pro-
pos''ion for compromise—something that would enable us
to . armonize. They have a candidate who was dear to

them. They cast away his prospect for the sake of har-
mony. They have yielded all that they can. They have
endeavored, with all their power, to accomplish the result

they came here for ; but they fear that tlie result is not to

be accomplished in a manner that can render a just and
proper account to their constituents. We have consulted
together, and, after anxious and long deliberation, without
knowing exactly what phase this matter might finally pre-
sent, we have not adopted any decisive rule for our action

;

but a large majority of our delegates—some twenty to four
—have decided that, upon the result now oljtained, we
shall ask leave of this Convention to retire, that we may
consult and announce our final action. We sliall take no
further part in the deliberations of tliis Convention, unless
our minds should change ; and of that I can offer you no
reasonable hope.

A PORTION OF MARYLAND WITHDRAWS.
Mr. Johnson, of Maryland.—Mr. President, I am author-

ized by my colleagues to report the state of facts in regard
to a portion of the Maryland delegation. Representing,
in part, a district in Maryland upon which the first blood
of the irrepressible conflict was shed, a district which sent
fifteen men in midwinter to the rescue of Philadelphia
and New-Jersey, we are obliged now to take a step which
dissolves our connection with you, and to hid you a final

adieu. We have made all sacrifices for the grand old
Democratic party, whose mission it has been to preserve
the Constitution and to care for the Repul)lic for more
than sixty years, until it now seems as if you were going
to substitute a man in the place of principle. (Calls to
order.) I desire to be respectful. I desire to say that the
action of the majority of the late Convention—a majority
created by the operation of a technical unit rule imposed
upon the Convention contrary to Democratic precedent
and usage—States have been disfranchised, and districts

deprived of their rights, until, in our opinion, it is no longer
consistent with our honor or our rights, or the rights of
our constituents, to remain here. Clierishing deeply and
warmly the remembrance of the many gallant deeds you
have done for us in times past, hoping that hereafter no
occasion may ever occur to weaken this feeling, I now, on
behalf of the representatives of Maryland, tell you that
in all future time, and in all future contests, our lot is cast
with the people of the South. Their God shall be our God,
and their country our country. (Applause.)

Mr. Glass, of Virginia, declined any further

participation in the proceedings ot the Conven-
tion, but did not indorse the action of liis col-

leagues in witlidrawing.

Mr. Watterson, of Tennessee, declined to

withdraw.

CALIFORNIA WITHDRAWS—AN EXCITEMENT.

Mr. Smith, of California, said : While I cannot say
with the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Jones) that ray
Democracy dates back to that time of which I have no re-
cijIlectioM, yet I can say that it is unspotted as tlie vault
of heaven. California is here with melanclioly face

—

Caliiornia is here wiih a lacerated liea. t, bleeiiing and
tteepiug over the downfall and the deslrucioii of ilie Dt»-
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mocrjtic party. (Applause and liiuglitcr.) Yet, sir. the
destruction of the Democratic party, consumiputfil by
assassins now grinning upon this floor. (Loud cries of
" order," " order," " put him out," and greut confusion )

DELAWAKE WITHDRAWS.
Mr. S'tulsbury did not desire to occupy the attention of

the Convention but for a moment. Ttie deletiates fioui liis

Slate had done all in their power to promote the harmony
and unity of this Convention, and it was their purpose to

continue to do so. I am, however, instructed by tlie

delegation to announce that they desire to be excus.'d
from voting on anj' furtlier ballots or voles, unless cir-

cumstances should alter this determination. It is our
desire to be left free to act or not act, their desire benjs;

to leave the question open for the consideration of their
constituents after their i-eturn home.
Mr. Steele, of North Carolina, briefly addressed the

Convention, stating that he, for the present, at least,

ehould not retire.

After explanations and debate, the motion "Shall the
main question he now put," (to go into nomination of can-
didates for President and Vice-Presidtni) was carried, and
Uie Convenliou adjourned.

KENTUCKT WITHDRAWS IN PART.

On Saturday (23ii), Mr. Caldwell, of Kentucky, in be-
half of the delegation from that State, said :

The circumstances in which we (the Kentucky Dele-
gation) are placed are exceedingly embarrassing, and we
have not therefore been enabled to come to an eni'Tely
harmonious conclusion. The result is, however, that n'lie

of the delegates of Kentucky remain in the Convention,
(applause.) There are ten delegates who withdraw from
ilie Convention.
The exact character of their withdrawal is set forth in a

single pariigraph, with their names appended, which 1

desire the Secretary to read before I sit down. There are
five others—completing the delegation—who desire lor
the present to suspend their connection with the action
of this Convention. I will add here, that there may be
110 misunderstanding, thai I myself am one of those five,

and we have also signed a short paper, which I shall also
<isk the Secretary to read to the Convention.

1 am requested by Ihose who withdraw from the Con-
vention, and by those who suspend their action for the
present with the C"nvention, to say that it is their wish
tiiat their seats in this Convention shall not be filled or
occupied by any others ; and that no one shall claim the
right to cast tlieir votes. The right of those remaining in

the Convention lo cast their individual vote, is not oy us
questioned in any degree. But we enter our protest
against any one casting our vote.

1 will ask the Secretary to read the papers I have indi-
cated, and also one which a gentleman of our delegation
}ia3 handed me, which he desires to be read. I ask that
the three ])apers he read.

The first paper read was signed James G.

Leach, the writer of which animadverted in

rather strong terms upon the action of the Con-
vention, in the matter of the admission and
rejection of delegates from certain States. The
communication was regarded as disrespectful to

the Convention, and, on motion of Mr. Payne,
of Ohio, it was returned to the writer. The
Secretary then read the other two communica-
tions from the Kentucky delegation as follows :

To the, lion Caleh Cuf<hing, President of the yational
Democraiic CoMjcntion, asse7nbled in the city of
Baltimore

:

The Democratic Convention for the State of Kentucky,
held in the city of Frankfort, on the 9th day of January,
lS6tt, amorig others, adopteil the folpiwiiig resolution :

Sesolved, That we pledge the Democracy of Kentucky'
to an honest and industrious support of the nominee of
the Charleston Convention.

Since the adoption of this resolution, and the assembling
of this Convention, e^ ?nts have transpired not then con-
templated, nolwithstandiug which we have labored dili-

gently to preserve the harmony and unity of said Con-
vention ; but discord and disintegration have prevailed
to such an extent that we feel that our ell'orts cannot
accomplish this end.

Therefore, without intending to vacate our scats, or to
join or participate in any other Convention or organiza-
tion in this city, and with the intention of again co-

1

operating with tliis Convention, should its unity and!
baimony be restored by any future event, we now iJe-

J

ciare that we will not participate in the meantime in the
deliberations of this Convention, nor hold ourselves or
constituents bound by its action, but leiveboth at full

liberty to act as future circumslanccs may dictate.
N. W. WlLLIAMSO.^i, W. BkaBI.KY,
G. A. CiUjwKLL, Samukl B. Fiild,

Titos. J. Young.

Jieaolved, That the Chairman of our delegation be
instructed to inform the Convention in our behalf that, in
the present condition of that body, we deem it inconsist-
ent with our duly to ourselves and our constituents to
participate further in its deliberations. Our reasons for
so doing will be given lo the Democracy of Kentucky.

JNO. DISU.M.\N, h. (iKKIN,

J. S. KKNn.\LL, It. M JoilKSOX,
Jus. B. Beck, Cal. Builkr,
D. W Ql'AHLES, K. NlCKKK,
COLBliRT CtCIL, JaMICS U. LeaCH.

Mr. Reed, of Ky., spoke biiefly in defense oi
the course of the nine delegates from that State,

who remained with the Conventioii.

MISSOOKI DEFINKS HER POSITION.

Mr. Clark, of Missouri, announced as the re-

sult of a consultation of a portion of the Mis-
souri delegtition, that two of that delegation
had decided to withdraw from the Convention.

Mr. Hill, of N. C, wlio had refii.sed to retire

with his colleagues on the previous day, now
announced his intention of \vittidratt ing.

Mr. Cessna, of Pennsyivaniti, called for the
vote upon his resolution to proceed to nominate
candidates for President and Vice-President.

MR. CUSniNG RESIGNS THK CHAIR.

Mr. Gushing resigned his post as presiding
officer, in a brief speech, and left the chair.

Gov. Tod, of Oliio, immediately assumed the
chair, and was greeted with enihu.-iastic and
hearty cheers. After order was restored, he
said:

As the present presiding ofhcer of this Convention by
common consent of my brother Vice-Presidents, with
great diffidence I assume the cliatr. \> hen I announce
10 you that for thirty-four years I have stood up in that
district so long misrepresented by Joshua K. Uiddings,
With the Democratic banner in my hand (applause), 1
know that I shall receive the good wishes of this Conven-
tion, at least, for the discha ge of the duties of the chair.
If tliere are no piivileijed questions intervening, the
tccretaiy will proceed witii the call of the Stales.

MASSACHUSF.riS TESIRKS A HEARING.

Mr. Butler, of Mass., addressed the chair, and desired
to present a protest tJLijecliou was made by Mr.
Cavanaugb, of Minnesota, and the States were called on
the question of proceeding to a vole for Piesident.
When Massachusetts was called, Mr. Butler said : Mr.
President, I have the instruction of a majority of the
delegation from Massachusetts to present a written pro-
test. 1 will send it to the Chair to have it read. (Calls
to order.) And further, with your leave, I desire to Say
what I think will be pleasant to this Convention. First,

that, while a majority of the delegation from Massachu-
setts do not jiurpose further to panic pate in the doings
of this Convention, we desire to part, if we may, to meet
you as friends and Democrats again. We desire to part
in the same spirit of manly courtesy with which we came
together. Therefore, if you will allow me, instead of
reading to you a long document, I will state, within par-
liamentary usage, exactly the reasons why we lake the
step we do.

Thanking the Convention for their courtesy, allow roe
to say that though we have protested against the action
of this body excluding the delegates, although we are not
satisfied v/ith that act.on—
We have not discussed the question, Mr. President,

whether the action of the Convention, in excluding cer-
tain delegates, could be any reason for withdrawal. We
now put our withdrawal before you, upon the simple
ground, among others, that there has been a withdrawal
in part of a majority of the States, and further (and that,
perhaps, more personal to myself), upon the ground thai
1 will not sit iu a Convention where the African slave-
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trade—which is piracy by the laws of my country—is ap-
provingly advocated. (Uieat sensation.)

A portion of Uie Jlassacliusetts delegation here retired.

Mr. Stevens, of Massachusetts, said—I am not ready
at this moment to cast the vote of Massachusetts, the
delegation being in consultation as to their rixhts.

The call proceeded, the chairman of each Con-
vention maliiug a speech on delivering the vote

ol' his State ; and Mr. Stevens liuallj' stated that,

although a portion of the Massachusetts delega-

tion had withdrawn, he was instructed by his

remaining colleagues to cast the entire vote of

the State.

Mr. Eussell, of N'ew York, withdrew the name
of Horatio Seymour as a candidate. The fol-

lowing is the result of the ballotings for Presi-

dent:
FIKST BAIXOT. SECOND BALLOT.

Maine 5J
New-Uampshke.. 5
Vermont 5
Massachusetts 10
lihode Island 4
Connecticut 3j
New-York 35
New-Jersey iii

Pennsylvania ...10
Maryland UJ
Virginia . li
North Carolina.. . 1

Alabama 9
Louisiana 6
Arkansas 1

M.ssourL 4J
'ieiinessee 3
Kentucky —
Uuio 23
Indiana 13
lllmois 11
Michigan 6
Wisconsin 5
Iowa 4
Minnesota '^i

o « o
.7 — —
.5 — —
.5 — —
.10 — —
.4 — —

.... 3i * -

21

- .... Ut
3 ....10
— .... a

3
3

4 - •

n.

Total 173J 5 10 Ibli 7i 5+

On the first ballot, Henry A. Wise, of Virginia, received

J a vote from Maryland; Uocock, of Va., received 1 vote
from Virginia ; Daniel t>. Dickinson, i vote from Virginia;

and Horatio Seymour 1 vote from Pennsylvania.
On the announcement of the first ballot, Mr. Church, of

New-Vork, offered the following :

Iteiiotced utianiniounly, That Stephen A. Douglas, of

the State of Illinois, having now recened two-tldrds of all

the votes given in this Convention, is hereby declared, in ac-

cordance with the rules governing this body, and in accord-

ance with the uniform customs and rules of former Demo-
cratic National Conventions, the regular nouiinee of the

Democratic party of the United States, for the office of

President of the United States.

Mr. Jones, of Pennsylvania, raised the point of order,

that the resolution proposed practically to rescind a rule

of the Convention (requiring two-thirds of a full Conven-
tion, 20"i votes, to nominate), and could not, under the

rules, be adopted without one day's notice.

The Chair ruled that the resolution was in order, and
after a lengthy and animated debate it was withdrawn till

alter another ballot should be taken. When the result of

the second ballot had been announced, Mr. Church's re-

solution was called up again and passed.

lienj. Fitzpatrick, of Alabama, was nominated
for Vice-President, receiving 198^ votes, and
Mr. William C. Alexander, of iN. J., L [Mr.

Fitzpatrick declined the nomination two days

afterward, and the National Committee supplied

the vacancy, by the nomination of ilersciiel V.

Johnson, of Georgia].

Gov. WicklilTo, of Louisiana, offered tlie following resolu

tion as an addition to the Platform adopted at Charleston
li^oivid. That in its accordance with the interpreta

tion of the Cincinnati Platform, that, during the existence
of the Territorial Governments, the measure of restric-

tion, whatever it may be, imposed by the Federal Consti
tution on the power of the Territorial Legislature over the
subject of the domestic relations, as the same has been, or
shall hereafterbe, finally determined by the Supreme Court
of the United States, should be respected by all good citi-

zens, and enforced with promjitness and fidehty by every
branch of the General Government.

Mr. Payne, of Ohio, moved the previous ques-

tion, and this resolution was adopted, with only

two dissenting votes.

THE SECKDERS' CONVEXTIOX.

The delegates who had withdrawn from the

Convention at the Front-Street Theater, to-

gether with the delegations from Louisiana and
Alabama, who were refu.<ed admission to that

Convention, met at the Maryland Institute on
Saturday the 28th of June, twenty-one States

were represented either by full or partial dele-

gations. The States not represented at all

were Connecticut, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Maine,

Michigan, New-Hampshire, New-Jersey, Ohio,

Rhode Island, South Carolina, and Wisconsin.

The Hon. Caleb Cushing, of Massachusetts,

was chosen to preside, assisted by vice-pre-

sidents and secretaries.

The Convention adopted a rule requiring a

vote of two-thirds of all the delegates present

to nominate candidates for President and Vice-

President ; also that each delegate cast the vote

to which he is entitled, and that each State cast

only the number of votes to which it is entitled

by its actual representation in the Convention.

The delegates from South Carolina and
Florida accredited to the Richmond Conven-
tion, were invited to take seats in this.

A committee of five, of which Mr. Caleb

Cushing was chairman, was appointed to ad-

dress the Democracy of the Union upon the

principles which have governed the Convention

in making the nominations, and in vindication

of the principles of the party. The Convention

also decided that the next Democratic
National Convention be held at Philadelphia.

Mr. Avery, of N. C, chairman of Committee
on Resolutions, reported, with the unanimous
sanction of the Committee, the Platform re-

ported by the majority of the Platform Com-
mittee at Charleston, and rejected by the Con-

vention, (see page 30) which was unanimously

adopted.

The Convention adopted a resolution in-

structing the National Committee not to issue

tickets of admission to their next National Con-

vention in any case where there is a bona fide

contestant.

The Convention then proceeded to ballot for

a candidate for President ; and John C. Breckin-

ridge, of Ky., received the unanimous vote of

the delegates present as follows :

Vermont 4 I Florida 8 Tennessee 9i

Massachusetts. 8 Alabama 9 Kentucky 4J
New- York' .... 2 Louisiana 6 Minnesota 1

Pennsylvania.. 4 Mississippi.... 7 California 4
Maryland 4i Texas 4 Oregon 3
Virginia 11^ Arkansas 4
North Carolina. 8i Missouri 1 105
Georgia 10 I

For Vice-President Gen. Joseph Lane, of

Dregiin, received the unanimous vote of the

Convention (105), on the first ballot. And
then, after listening to a speech from Mr. Yancy,

the Convention adjourned sine die.



HISTOKY OF THE STRUQGLE
FOE

SLAYERY EXTENSION OE RESTRICTION.

MAINLY BY DOCUMENTS.

SLAVERY IN THE COLONIES.

Lust of gold and power was the main im-

pulse of Spanish migration to the regions beyond
the Atlaniic. And the soft and timid Abori-

gines of tropical America, especially of its

islands, were tirst compelled to surrender what-

ever they possessed of the precious metals to

the impei'ious and grasping strangers ; next

forced to disclose to those strangers the sources

whence they M'ere most readily obtained ; and
finally driven to toil and delve for more, wher-

ever power and greed supposed they might
most readily be obtained. From this point, the

transition to general enslavement was ready and
rapid. Tlie gentle and indolent natives, unac-

customed to rugged, persistent toil, and revolt-

ing at the harsh and brutal severity of their

Christian masters, had but one unfailing re-

source—death. Through privation, hardship,

exposure, fatigue and despair, they drooped and
died, untd millions were reduced to a few miser-

able thousands within the first century of Span-
ish rule in America.
A humane and observant priest (Las Casas,)

witnessing these cruelties and sufferings, was
moved by pity to devise a plan for their termi-

nation. He suggested and urged the policy of

substituting for these feeble and perishing

"Indians" the hardier natives of Western Af-

rica, whom their eternal wars and marauding
invasions were constantly exposing to captivity

and sale as prisoners of war, and who, as a race,

miglit be said to be inured to the hardships and
degradations of Slavery by an immemorial ex-

perience. The suggestion was unhappily ap-

proved, and the woes and miseries of the few
remaining Aborigines of the islands known to

us as " West Lidies," were inconsiderably pro-

longed by exposing the whole continent for un-

numbered generations to the evils and horrors

of African Slavery. The author lived to per-

ceive and deplore the consequences of his ex-

pedient.

The sanction of the Pope having been ob-

tained for the African Slave-trade by represen-

tations which invested it with a look of philan-

thropy, Spanish and Portuguese mercantile

avarice was readily enlisted in its prosecution,

and the whole continent. North and South of

the tropics, became a Slave-mart before the

close of the sixteenth century.

Holland, a comparatively new and Protestant

State, unable to shelter itself from the re-

proaches of conscience and humanity behind a

Papal bull, entered upon the new traffic more
tardily ; but its profits soon overbore all scruples,

and British merchants were not proof against the

glittering evidences of tlieir success. But the

first slave ship that ever entered a North

American port for the sale of its human mer-

chandise, was a Dutch trading-vessel which

landed twenty negro bondmen at Jamestown,

the nucleus oi Virginia, almost simultaneously

with the landing of the Pilgrims of the May-

flower on Plymouth Rock, December 22d, 1620.

The Dutch slaver had chosen his market with

sagacity. Virginia was settled by Cavaliers—
gentlemen-adventurers aspiring to live by their

own wits and other men's labor—with the neces-

sary complement of followers and servitors.

Few of her pioneers cherished any earnest liking

for downright, persistent, muscular exertion ;

yet some exertion was urgently required to clear

away the heavy forest which all but covered the

soil of the infant colony, and grow the tobacco

which early became its' staple export, by means

of which nearly everything required by its

people but food was tobe paid for in England.

The slaves, therefore, found ready purcliasera

at satisfactory prices, and the success of the first

venture induced others ; until not only Virginia

but every part of British America was supplied

with African slaves.

This traffic, with the bondage it involved, had

no justification in British nor in the early

colonial laws; but it proceeded, nevertheless,

much as an importation of dromedaries to re-

place with presumed economy our horses and

oxen might now do. Georgia was the first

among the colonics to resist and condemn it in

her original charter under the lead of her noble

founder-governor, General Oglethorpe ; but

the evil was too formidable and inveterate for

local extirpation, and a few years saw it estab-

lished, even in Georgia ; first evading or defy-

ing, and at length molding and transforming the

law.
40
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It is verv common at this day to speak of our
revohuioiuiry struggle as cotuinenced and liur-

ried lorward by a uiiiou of Free and Slave
colonics ; but such is not tlie fact. However
slender and dubious its legal basis, Slavery ex-

isted in each and all of the colonies that united

to declare and maintain their independence.
Slaves were proportionately more numerous in

certain portions of the Soutli ; but they were
held with impunity throughout the North, ad-

vertised like dogs or horses, and sold at auction,

or otherwise, as chattels. Vermont, rhen a ter-

ritory in dispute Ijetween New-Hampshire and
New-York, and with very few civilized inhabi-

tants, mainly on its Southern and Eastern bor-

ders, is probably the only portion of the revolu-

tionary confederation never polluted by the
tread of a slave.

The spirit of liberty, aroused or intensified

by the protracted struggle of the colonists

against usurped and abused power in the
mother country, soon found itself engaged in

natural antagonism against the current form of
domestic despotism. " How shall we complain
of arbitrary or unlimited power exerted over us,

while we exert a still more despotic and inex-

cusable power over a dependent and benighted
race':''' was very fairly asked.' Several suits

were brought in Massachusetts—where the fires

of liberty burnt earliest and brightest—to test

the legal right of slave-holding; and the lead-

ing Whigs gave their money and their legal

services to support these actions, which were
generally, on one ground or another, success-

ful. Efforts for an express law of emancipation,
however, failed even in Massachusetts ; the
Legislature, doubtless, appreiiending that such
a measure, by alienating the slave-holders, would
increase the number and power of the Tories;
but in 1777, a privateer having brought a lot of
captured slaves into Jamaica, and advertised
them for sale, the General Court, as the Legis-

lative Assembly was called, interfered and liad

them set at liberty. The first Continental Con-
gress which resolved to resist the usurpations
and oppressions of Great Britain by force, had
already declared that our struggle would be
"for the rights of human nature," which the
Congress of 1776, under the lead of Thomas
Jefferson, expanded into the noble alFirmation

of the right of " all men to life, liberty, and the

pursuit of happiness," contained in the immor-
tal preatnble to the Declaration of Independence.
A like averment that "all men are born free

and equal," was in 1780 inserted in the Massa-
chusetts Bill of Rights ; and the Supreme
Court of that State, in 1783, on an indictment
of a master for assault and battery, held this

declaration a bar to slave-holding henceforth in

the State.

A similar clause in the second Constitution of
New-Hampshire was held by the courts of that

State to secure Freedom to every child, born
therein after its adoption. Pennsylvania, in

1780, passed an act prohibiting the further in-

troduction of slaves, and securing Freedom to

a!l persons born in that State thereafter. Con-
necticut and Rhode-Island passed similar acts

in 1761. Virgmia, in 1778, on motion of Mr.
Jefferson, proiiibited the further importation of
slaves; and in 1782, removed all legal restric-

tions on emancipation : Maryland adopted both
of these in 1783. North-Carolina, in 1786, de-

clared the introduction of slaves into that State
" of evil consequence, and highly impolitic,"

and imposed a duty of £5 per head thereon.
New-York and New-Jersey followed the example
of Virginia and Maryland, including the domes-
tic in the same interdict with the foreign slave-

trade. Neither of these States, however, de-

clared a general emancipation until many years
thereafter, and Slavery did not wholly cease in

New-York until about 1830, nor in New-Jersey
till a much later date. The distinction of Free
and Slave States, with the kindred assumption
of a natural antagonism between the North and
South, was utterly unknown to the men of the
Revolution.

Before the Declaration of Independence, but
during the intense ferment which preceded it,

and distracted public attention from everything
else. Lord Mansfield had rendered his judgment
from the King's Bench, which expelled Slavery
from England, and ought to have destroyed it

in the colonies as well. The plaintiff in this

famous case was James Somerset, a native of
Africa, carried to Virginia as a slave, taken
thence by his master to England, and there in-

cited to resist the claim .of his master to his

services, and assert his right to liberty. In the

first recorded case, involving the legality of
modern Slavery in England, it was held (1677)
that negroes, " being usually bought and sold

among merchants as merchandise, and also

being infidels, there might be a property in them
sufficient to maintain trover." But this was
overruled by Chief Justice Holt from the King's
Bench (1697,) ruling that " so soon as a negro
lands in England, he is free ;" and again, (17U2)
that " there is no such thing as a slave by the
law of England." This judgment proving ex-

ceedingly troublesome to planters and mer-
chants from slave-holding colonies visiting the

mother country with their servants, the merchants
concerned in the American trade, in 1729, pro-
cured from Yorke and Talbot, the Attorney
General and Solicitor General of the Crown, a
written opinion that negroes, legally enslaved
elsewhere, might be held as slaves in England,
and that even baptism was no bar to the mas-
ter's claim. This opinion was, in 1749, held to

be sound law by Yorke (now Lord Hardwicke,)
sitting as judge, on the ground that, if the con-
trary ruling of Lord Holt were upheld, it would
abolish Slavery in Jamaica or Virginia as well

as in England ; British law being paramount in

each. Tnus the law stood until Lord Mansfield,

in Somerset's case, reversed it with evident re-

luctance, and after having vainly endeavored to

bring about an accommodation between the
parties. When delay would serve no longer,

and a judgment must be rendered, Mansfield
declared it in these memorable words :

" We cannot direct the law : the law must direct as.

.... The state of Slavery is of such a nature tliat it is

incapable of being introduced on any reasons, moral or
political, but only by positive law, which preserves its

force long after the reasons, occasion, and time itself

whence it was created, is erased from the memory. It is

so odious that nothing can be sufficient to support it but
positive law. Whatever inconveniences, therefore, may
follow from the decision, I cannot say that this case is

allowed or approved by the law of England, and there-
fore the black must be discharged."
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The naturni, if not necessary, effect of this

decision on Slavery in these colonies had their

connection witii the mother country been con-
tinued, is sufficiently obvious.

SLAVERY TTSDER THE COXFEDERATION.

The disposition or management of unpeopled
territories, pertaiiiins; to the thirteen recent

colonies now conlederated as independent
States, early became a subject of solicitude

and of bickering among those States, and in

Congress. By the terras of their charters,

some of the colonies had an indefinite extension
westwardly, and were only limited by the power
of the grantor. Many of these charters con
flicted witli each other—the same territory

being included within the limits of two or more
totally distinct colonies. As the ex|)enses of
the Revolutionary struggle began to bear
heavily on the resources of the States, it was
keenly felt by some that their share in the
advantages of the expected triumph would be
less than that of others. Massachusetts, Con-
^necticut, New-York, Virginia, North Carolina,

and Georgia, laid claim to spacious dominions
outside of their proper boundaries ; while New-
Hampshire (save in Vermont), Rhode Island,

New-Jersey, ilaryland, Delaware, and South
Carolina, possessed no such boasted resources

to meet the war-debts constantly augmenting.
They urged, therefore, with obvious justice,

that these unequal advantages ought to be

surrendered, and all the lands included within

the territorial limits of the Union, but outside

of the proper and natural boundaries of the

several States, respectively, should be ceded to,

and held by. Congress, in trust for the common
benefit of all the States, and their proceeds em-
ployed in satisfaction of the debts and liabilities

of the Confederation. This reasonable requisi-

tion was ultimately, but with some reservations,

responded to.

The IXth Continental Congress, under the Ar-
ticles of Confederation, assembled at Philadel-

phia, Nov. o, 17 S3, hut adjourned next day to

Annapolis, Md. The House was soon left witliout

a quorum, and so continued most of the time—
of course, doing no business—till the 1st of

March, 1784, when the delegates from Virginia,

in pursuance of instructions from the Legisla-

ture of that State, signed the conditional deed
of cession to the Confederation of her claims to

territory northwest of the Ohio River. New-
York, Connecticut, and Massaehusetts had al-

ready made similar concessions to the Confede-
ratioa of their respective claim.s to territory

westward of their present limits. Congress
hereupon appointed Messrs. Jefferson of Vir-

ginia, Chase of .Maryland, and Howell of Rhode
Island, a Select Committee to report a Plan of

Government for the Western Territory. This
plan, drawn up by Thomas JeH'erson, provided
lor the government of all the Western terri-

tory, including that portion which had not yet
been, but which, it was reasonably expected,
would be, surrendered to the Confederation by
the States of North Carolina and Georgia (and
which now forms the States of Tennessee,

Alabama and Mississippi), as well as that which
had already been conceded by the more
northern States

The report of the committee was in the

following words

:

THE JEFFEKSO.VIAN ORDINANCE, 17S4.

Hesolve'f, That the territory ceded, or to be ceded
by individual states to the Uni'ed States, whensoever
the same shall have heen purchased of the Indian
inhabitants and oQered for sale by the United States,
shall be formed into additional States, bouniied in the
following manner, as nearly as such cessions uill admit

:

that is to say, nortlnvardly and southwardly by parallels
of latitude, so that each State shall comprehend from
south to nortli, two degrees of latitu<le, beginning to
count from the completion of thirty-one degrees north of
the equator

; l^the then southern boundary of the U. S.]

but any territory northwardly of the forty-seventh degree
shall make jiart of the State next below. And east-
wardly and westwardly they shall be bounded, those on
the Mississijipi, by that river on one side, and the meri-
dian of the lowest point of the rapids of the Ohio on the
other; and those adjoining on the east, by the same
meridian on their western side, and on their eastern by
the meridian of the western cape of the mouth of the
Great Kanawha. And the territory eastward of this last

meridian, l)etween the Ohio, Lake Erie, and I'enusyl-
vania, shall be one State.

That the settlers within the territory so to be pur-
chased and oQ'ered for sale shall, either on their own
petition or on the order of Congress, receive authority
from them, with appointments of time and place, for
their free males of full age to meet together for the pur-
pose of establishing a temporary government, to adopt
the constitution and laws of any one of these Stales, so
that such laws nevertheless shall be subject to altera-
tion by their ordinary Legislature, and to erect, subject
to a like alteration, counties or townships for the elec- _
tion of members for their Legislature. '

That such temporary government shall only continue ill

force in any State until it shall have acquired twenty thou-
sand free inhabitants, when, giving due proof thereof to
Congress, the}' shall receive from them authority, with
appointments of time and place, to call a convention of
representatives to establish a permanent constitution
and government for themselves : Provided, That both
the ttmporavy and permanent governments be e«tab-
linked, on these principles as their basis

:

1. That they shall forever remain a part of the
United States of America.

•2. That in their persons, property, and territory,

they shall be subject to the Government of the United
States in Congress assembled, and to the Articles of
Confederation in all those cases in which the original
States shall be so subject.

3. That they shall be subject to pay a part of the
Federal debts, contracted or to be contracted, to be
apportioned on them by Congress, according to tlie same
common rule and measure by wliich apportionments
thereof shall be made on the other States.

4. That their respective governments shall be in
republican forms, and shall admit no person to be a
citizen who holds a hereditary title.

5. Tfiat after the year ISOO of the Christian era,
there shall be neither slavery nor involuntary servi-
tude in any of the said States, otherwise than in
punishment of crimes, whereof the party shall have
been duly convicted to have been personally guilty.

That whenever any of the said States shall have, of
free inhabitants, as many as shall then be in any one of
the least numerous of the thirteen original States, such
State shall be admitted, by its Delegates, into the Con-
gress of the United States, on an equal footing with the
said original States ; after which the assent of two-thirds
of the United States, in Congress assembled, shall be
requisite in all those cases wherein, by the Confederation,
the assent of nine States is now required, provided the
consent of nine States to such admission may be ob-
tained according to the eleventh of the Articles of
Confederation. Until such admission by their Delegates
into Congress, any of the said States, after the establish-

ment of their temporary government, shall have autho-
rity to keep a sitting member ia Cong. ess, with aright
of debating, but not of voting.

That the territory northward of the forty-fifth degree,,
that is to say, of the completion of fori j- -five degiees
from the equator, and e.xtending to the Lake of the
Woods, shall be called Sylcania ; that of the territory

under the forty-fifth and forty-fourth degress, that which
lies westward of Lake Michigan, shall be called Michi-
gania ; and that which is eastward thereof, within the
peninsula formed by the lakes and waters of Michigan,
Huron, St. Clair, and Erie, shall be called Chersonexu^f,
and shall include any part of the peninsula which may
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extend above the forty-fifth degi'ee. Of the territory
under flie fo;ty-third and forty-second degrees, that to

tlie westward, tlu'ough which the Assenisipi or Kock River
runs, shall he called Asf^enLnpia ; and that to the
eastward, in which are the fountains of the Muslcingum,
the two Miamies of the Oiiio, the AVabash, the Illinois,

the Miami of tlie Lake, and the Sandusky rivers, shall be
called Mitrnpotamta. Of the territory which lies under
the forty-ftist and foilieth degrees, the western, through
whicli the river Illinois runs, shall be called Illinma ;

that next adjoining to the eastward, Saratoga ; and
that between this last and Pennsylvania, and extending
from the Ohio to Lake Erie, shall be called Wasliiiigtoii.

Of the tei-ritory which lies under the thirty-ninth and
thirty-eighih degrees, to which shall be added so much
of the point of land within the fork of the Ohio and Mis-
sissippi as lies under the thirty-seventh degree ; that to

the westward, within and adjacent to which are the
confluences of the rivers AVabash, IShawanee, Tanisee,
Ohio, Illinois, Mississippi, and Missouri, shall be called
Polypotamiit ; and that to the eastward, further up the
Ohio, otherwise called the Pelisipi, sliall be called
Pelmpia.

T.'uit i:U Vie p-eo'cUng articles shaU ie formed
into a charter of compact, shall be duly executed by
the President of the United States, in Congress assem-
bled, under his hand and the seal of the United States,
shall be promulgated, and shall stand asfundamental
conditions between the thirteen original States and
those newly described, unalteraVle but by the joint
consent of the United States, in Congress assembled,
and of the particular State within winch such alteration
is proposed [0 be made.

April 19, this reported plan came up for

coiisideratiou iti Congress. Mr. Spaight of X.

|» C. moved that tlie 5th proposition (prohibiting

Slavery after the year ISUU) be stricken out of
the plan of ordinance, and Mr. Head of S. C.

seconded the motion. The question was put in

this form: ."Shall the words moved to be
stricken oat stand?" and on this question the
Ayes and Xoes were taken, and resulted as

follows

:

N. Hampshire Mr. Foster, av | a

Uv. Blanchard, ay ^^V-
Massachcsetts Mr. Gerrv^, ay | .

Blr. Partridge, ay )
^2/-

Rhode Island Mr. Ellery av
| a

Mr. Howell, a> f^2/-
COSNECTICUT Mr. Sherman, ay | ,

Mr. AVadsworth, ay j
^2/-

Ne",v-Yoek Mi\ De Witt, ay / .

Mr. Paine, ay \-^y-

New-Jersey Mr. Dick, ay |-
*

Pesnsylvaxia Mr. Mifflin, ay )

Air. Montgomery, ay ^rAy.
Mr. Hand, ay

)

Maryland Mr. McHenry, no ) ,,-

Mr. Stone, no i'^^''-

Virginia Mr. Jetferson, ay 1

Mr. Hardy, no K-No.
Mr. Mercer, .no

)

N. Carolina Mr. AVilliamson, ay ( r.. ., ,

Mr.Spaight,.... ^l\Bivided

S. Carolina Mr. Read, no
( vr

Mr. Ueresford, no {""

Here we find the votes sixteen in favor of Mr.
Jefferson's restriction to barely seve7i against it,

and the States divided six in favor to t]iree

against it. But the Articles of Confederation
(Art. IX.) required an aflirmative vote of a
majority of all the States—that is, a vote of
seven States—to carry a proposition ; so this

clause was defeated through the absence of one
delegate from New-Jersey, in spite of a vote of

more than two to one in its favor. Had the
"New-Jersey delegation been full, it must, to a
moral certainty, have prevailed ; had Delaware
tlien been represented, it would probably have
been carried, even without New-Jersey. Yet,
it is this vole, so given and recorded, that Mr.
Douglas in his " Darper" essay claims as sus-

* No quorum.

taining his views of " non-intervention by
Congress."

The Ordinance, thus depleted, after undergo-
ing some further amendments, was finally ap-

proved April 23d—all the delegates, but those

from South Carolina, voting in the affirmative.

In 1*787, the last Continental Congress, sit-

ting in New-York simultaneously with the

Convention at Philadelphia which fraineil our
Federal Constitution, took up the subject of the

government of the ^V''estern Territorv, raising a

Committee thereon, of A\'hich Nathan Dane, of
Massachusetts, was Chairman. That Committee
reported (July 11th), "An Ordinance for the

government of the Territories of the United
States, Horthwext of the Ohio'''—the larger area

contemplated by Mr. Jefferson's bill not having
been ceded by the Southern States claiming
dominion over it. This bill embodied many of

the provisions originally drafted and reported
by Sir. Jefferson, but with some modifications,

and concludes with six unalterable articles of
perpetual compact, the last of them as follows :

" There shall be neither Slavery nor involuntary
servitude, in the said Territory, otherwise than in

punishment of crimes, whereof tlie parties shall be duly
convicted."

To this was added, prior to 'its passage, the

stipulation for the delivery of fugitives from
labor or service, soon after embodied in the

Federal Constitution ; and in this shape, the
entire ordinance was adopted (July 13th) by a

unanimous vote, Georgia and the Carolinas

concurring,

UNDER THE CONSTITUTION.

The old Articles of Confederation having
proved inadequate to the creation and main-
tenance of a capable and efticient national or
central authority, a Convention of Delegates
from the several States, was legally assembled
in Philadelphia, in 1787—George Washington,
President ; and the result of its labors was our
present Federal Constitution, though some
amendments mainly of the nature of restrictions

on Federal power, were proposed by the several

State Conventions assembled to pass upon that

Constitution, and adopted. The following are

all the provisions of that instrument, Avhich are

presumed to bear upon the subject of Slavery :

(Preamble): AA'e, the people of the United States, in

order to form a more perfect Union, establish justice,

insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the common
defense, promote the general welfare, and secure the
blessings of Uberty to ourselves and our posterity, do
ordain and establish this Constitution for the United
States of America.

Art. I. § 1. All legislative powers herein granted, shall

be vested in a Congress of the United States, wliich

shall consist of a Senate and House of Representatives.

§ 2 Representatives and direct taxes shall be
apportioned among the several States which may be
included within this Union, according to their respective
numbers, which shall be determined, by adding to the
whole number of free persons, including those bound to

servitude for a terra of years, and excluding Indians not
taxed, three-fifths of all other persons.

§ 9. The migration or importation of such persons as
any of tlie States now existing shall think proper to
admit, shall not be prohibited by the Congress prior to

the year ISOS ; but a tax or duty may be imposed, not
exceeding ten dollars on each person.

The privilege of tiie writ of habeas corpus shall not
be suspended, unless when, in cases of rebellion or
invasion, the public safety may require it.

No bill of attainder or ex 'post facto laws shall be

Art. III. § 8. Treason against the United States
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Bhall consist only in levying war against them, or in ad-

'

hering to their enemies, giving them aiJ and comfort.

Art. IV. § 2. The citizens of eacli State sliall be en-

titled to all the privileges of citizens, in the several

States.

No person held to service or labor in one State,

under the laws thereof, escaping into another, shall, in

consequence of any law or regulation therein, be dis-

charged from sucli service or labor, but shall be de-

livered up on claim of the party to whom such service

or labor may be due.
The Congress shall have power to dispose of and

make all needful rules and regulations respecting the

territory or other property belonging to the United
States : and nothing in tliis Constitution shall be so con-

strued as to prejudice any claims of the United States,

or of any particular State.

§ 4. The United States shall guarantee to every
State in this Union a republican form of government,
and shall protect each of them against invasion ; and on
application of the legislature, or of tlie executive when
the legislature cannot be convened, against domestic
violence.

Art. VI. This Constitution, and the laws of the

United States, which shall be made in pursuance thereof,

and all the treaties made, or which sliall be made, under
the authority of the United States, shall be the supreme
law of the laud ; and the judges in every State shall be
bound tliereby, anything in the Constitution or laws of

any State to the contrary notwithstanding.

The above are all—and perhaps more than

all—the clauses of the Constitution, that have

been quoted on one side or the other as bear-

1

ing upon the subject of Slavery.
I

It will be noted that the word " slave " or
" slavery " does not appear therein. Air. Madi-

son, who was a leading and observant member
of the Convention, and who took notes of its

daily proceedings, affirms that this silence was
designed—the Convention being unwilling that

the Constitution of the United States should

recognize property in human beings. In pas-

sages where slaves are presumed to be contem-

plated, they are uniformly designated as "per-

sons," never as property. Contemporary his-

tory proves that it was the belief of at least a

large portion of the delegates that Slavery

could not long survive the final stoppage of the

slave-trade, which was expected to (and did)

occur in ISOS. And, were Slavery this day
banished forever from the country, there might,

indeed, be some superfluous stipulations in the

Federal compact or charter; but there are none
which need be repealed, or essentially modi-

fied.

A direct provision for the restoration of

fugitive slaves to their masters was, at least

once, voted down by the Convention. Finally,

the clause respecting persons "held to service

or labor," was proposed by Mr. Butler, of South

Carolina, and adopted with little or no opposi-

tion.

The following, among the amendments to

the Constitution, proposed by the ratifying con-

ventions of one or more States, and adopted,

are supposed by some to bear on the questions

now agitated relative to Slavery :

Art. I. Congress shall make no law respecting an
establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exer-

cise thereof; or abridging the freedom of speech, or of

the Press, or of the rights of the people peacefully to

assemble, and to petition the Government for a redi-ess

of grievances.
Art

the security

keep and bear arms shall not be infringed.

CESSIONS OF SOUTHERN TERRITORY.

The State of Kentucky was set off from the

State of Virginia in 1790, by mutual agree-

ment, and admitted into the Union by act of

Congress, passed February 4th, 1701 ; to take

eft'ect June 1st, 17'J2. It was never a territory

of the United States, nor under Federal juris-

diction, except as a State, and inherited

Slavery from the " Old Dominion."
The State of North Carolina, like several

others, claimed, during and after the Revolu-

tion, that her territory extended westward to

the Mississippi.

On the 22d of December, 1799—one month'
after the ratiticdtionof the.Federal Constitution

—North Carolina passed an act, ceding, on cer-

tain conditions, all her territory west of her

present limits to the United States. Among
the conditions exacted by her, and agreed to

by Congress (Act approved April 2nd, 1790) is

the following :

Provided ahcayn, that no regulations made, or to

be made, by Congress shall tend to emancipate slaves.

Were it not then conceded that Congress

had the power to make regulations for the

territories which would " tend to emancipate

I

slaves," this proviso would be utterly meaning-

less.

Georgia, in like manner, ceded (April 2nd,

1802) the territories lying west of her present

limits, now forming the States of Alabama and
Mississippi. Among the conditions exacted by
her, and accepted by the United States, is the

following

:

Fifthly. That the territory thus ceded shall become
a State, and be admitted into the Union as soon as it

sliall contain sixty thousand free inhabitants, or, at an
earlier period, if Congress shall thinii it expedient, on
the same conditions and restrictions, with the same
privileges, and in the same manner, as is provided in the

ordinance of Congress of the loth day of July, 17S7, for

the government of the Western territory of the United

States ; which ordinance shall, in all its parts, extend to

the territory contained in the present act of cession, the

article only excepted which forbids slavery.

EARLY ATTEMPTS TO OVERRIDE THE ORDINANCE.

When Ohio (1802-3) was made a State, the

residue of the vast regions originally conveyed

by the ordinance of '87 was continued under

Federal pupilage, by the name of " Indiana

Territory," whereof Wm. Henry Harrison (since

President) was appointed Governor. It was
quite commonly argued that, though Slavery

was injurious in the long run, yet, as an expe-

dient while clearing away the heavy forests,

opening settlements in the wilderness, and sur-

mounting the inevitable hardships and priva-

tions of border life, it might be tolerated, and
even regarded with favor. Accordingly, the

new Territory of Indiana made repeated efforts

to procure a relaxation in her favor of the re-

strictive clause of the Ordinance of '87, one of

them through the instrumentality of a Conven-

tion assembled in 1802-3, and presided over by
the Territorial Governor ; so he, with the great

bodv of his fellow-delegates, memorialized Con-
. gress, among other things, to suspend tempor-

II. A well-regulated militia being necessary to
j

-j
j^ operation of the sixth article of the

irity of a free State, the right of the people to ^"'-. "• ^ ^^ ,. . , _,, . . ,
•* . ^

^^^^ Ordinance aforesaid. This memorial was re-

Art. V. No persons shall be . . . ."deprived of life, ferred in the House to a select committee of
liberty, or property, without due process of law

;
nor

{jj^gg two of them from Slave States, with the

't:^^o%"^L^-Z"''''"
"'"

'
"''''^'''°'^*

I

Since celebrated John RanTalph as chairman.
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On the 2ndof Marcli, 1803, Mr. Randolph made'
what appears to have been a unanimous report

from this Committee, ot" wliich we give so much
us relates to Shivery—as follows:

The rapid population of the State of Ohio sufiSciently

evinces, in the opinion of your Committee, that the labor
of slaves is not necessary to promote the growth and
settlement of colonies in that region ; th;tt ttiis labor

—

demonstrably the dearest of any—can only be employed
ill the cultivation of products more valuable than any
known to that quarter of the United States ; that the
Committee deem it highly dangerous and inexpedient to

Impair a provision wisely calculated to promote the hap-
piness and prosperit of the northwestern country, and
to give strength and security to that extensive frontier.

In the salutary operation of tJiis sagacious and benevo-
lent restraint, it is believed that the inhabitants of Indi-

ana will, at no very distant day, find ample remunera-
tion for a temporary privation of labor, and of emigra-
tion.

The Committee proceed to discuss other sub-

jects set forth in the prayer of the memorial,
and conclude with eight resolves, whereof the

only one relating to Slavery is as follows

:

Jiesolved, That it is Inexpedient to suspend, for a
Kmited time, the operation of tlie sixth article of the
compact between the original States and the peoi>le and
States west of the river Ohio.

This Report having been made at the close

of the Session, was referred at the next to a

new Committee, wliereof Ca3sar Rodney, a new
Representative from Delaware, was Chairman.
Mr. Rodney, from this Committee, repotted

(February 17 th, 1S(J4),

That, taking into their consideration the facts

stated in the said memorial and petition, they are in-

duced to believe that a qualified suspension, for a limit-

ed time, of the sixth article of compact between the
original States and the people and States west of the
river Ohio, might be productive of benefit and advan-
tage to said Territory.

The Report goes on to discuss the other

topics embraced in the Indiana memorial, and
concludes with eight resolves, of which the first

(and only one relative to Slavery) is as follows

:

Unsolved, That the sixth article of the Ordinance of
1787, which prohibited Slavery within the said Territory,

be suspended in a qualified manner, for ten years, so as
to permit the introduction of slaves, born within the
United States, from any of the individual States

;
pro-

vided, that such individual State does not permit the
importation of slaves from foreign countries : and pro-
vided, farther, tliat the descendants of all such slaves
shall, if males, be free at the age of twenty-five years,
and, if females, at the age of iwenty-one years.

The House took no action on this Report.
The original memorial from Indiana, with

several additional memorials of like purport,

was again, in 1805-6, referred by the House to

a select committee, whereof Mr. Garnett of Vir-

ginia was chairman, who, on the 14th of Febru-
ary, 1806, made a report in favor of the prayer
of the petitioners—as follows :

That, having attentively considered the facts stated
in the said petitions and memorials, they are of opinion
that a qualified suspension, for a limited time, of the
sixth article of the compact between the original States,
and the people and States west of the river Ohio, would
be beneficial to the people of the Indiana Territory.
The suspension of this article is an object almost univer-
sally desired in that Territory.

After discussing other subjects embodied in

the Indiana memorial, the Committee close with
a series of Resolve?, which they commend to

the adoption of the House. The first and only
one germane to our subject is as follows :

Resolved, That the sixth article of the Ordinance of
I7S7,whicli prohilnts Slavery within the Indiana I'eiritory,

be sus^jiended for ten years, so as to permit the introduc-

tion of slaves, born within the United States, from any ol
the individual States.

Tliis report and resolve were committea and
made a special order on the Monday loUowing^
but were never taken into consideration.
At the next session, a fresh letter from Gov.

William Henry Harrison, inclosing resolves of
the Legislative Council and House of Represen-
tatives in favor of suspending, for a limited pe-
riod, the sixth article of compact aforesaid, was
received (Jan. "ilst, 18o7) and referred to a Se-
lect Committee, wheroof Mr. B. Parke, delegate
from said Territory, was made Chairman. The
entire Committee (Mr. Nathaniel Macon, of N.
C, being now Speaker,) consisted of
Mkssks. Alston, of N. C. Rhea, of Tenn.

JIasters, of N. Y. Sasdford, of Ky.
JIORKOW, of Ohio. Trigg, of Va.

Parke, of Ind.

Mr. Parke, from this Committee, made (Feb.

12th,) a third Report to the House in favor of
granting the prayer of the memorialists.

This report, with its predecessors, was com-
mitted, and made a special order, but never
taken into consideration.

The same letter of Gen. Harrison, and resolves
of the Indiana Legislature, were submitted to
the Senate, Jan. 21st, 1807. They were laid on
the table " for consideration," and do not ap-
pear to have even been referred at that session

;

but at the next, or first session of the fourth
Congress, which convened Oct. 26th, 1807, the
President (Nov. 7 th) submitted a letter iVom
Gen, Harrison and his Legislature—whether a
new or old one does not appear—and it was now
referred to a Select Committee, consisting of
Messrs. J. Franklin, of N. C, Kitchel, of N. J.,

and Tiffin, of Ohio.

Nov. 13th, Mr. Franklin, from said committee,
reported as follows

:

The Legi^-lative Council and House of Representa-
tives, in their resolutions, express their sense of the pro-
priety of introducing Slavery into their Territory, and
solicit the Congress of the United States to suspend, for
a given number of years, the sixth article of compact,
in the ordinance for the government of the Territory
northwest of the Ohio, passed on the 13;h day of July,
1787. That article declares :

" There shall be neither
Slavery nor involuntary servitude within the said Ter-
ritory."

The citizens of Clark County, in their remonstrance,
express their sense of the impropriety of the measure,
and solicit the Congress of the United States not to act
on the subject, so as to permit the introduction of slaves
into the Territory ; at least, until their population shal^

entitle them to form a Constitution and State Govern-
ment.
Your Committee, after duly considering the matter, re-

spectfully submit the following resolution :

Jiesolved, That it is not expedient at this time to sus-

pend the sixth article of compact for the government of
the Territory of the United States northwest of the river

Ohio.

And here ended, so far as we have been able

to discover, the ettbrt, so long and earnestly

persisted in, to procure a suspension of the re-

striction in the Ordinance of 1787, so as to

admit Slavery, for a hraited term, into the Ter-

ritory lying between the Ohio and Mississippi

rivers, now forming the States of Ohio, Indiana,

Illinois, Michigan, and Wisconsin.

THE FIRST MISSOURI STRUGGLE.

The vast and indefinite Territory known as
Louisiana, was ceded by France to the United
States in the year 1803, for the sum of $15,000,-

000, of which $3,750,000 was devoted to the
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payment of American claims on France. This

tenitorv had just belore been ceded by Spain to

France widiouc pecuniary consideration. Siave-

holdins had long been allowed therein, alike

under Spanish and French rule, and the Treaty

of Cession contained the following stipulation:

Art. III. The inhabitants of the ceded Territory
shall he iacorpoiateil into tlie Union of the United States,

and admiiied as suon as possible, according to the prin-

ciples of the Federal Constitution, to the enjoyment of

all llie rights, advantages and immunities of citizens of

the United States ; and in the meantime they .'liall be
maintained and protected in the free enjoyment of

their liberty, properly, and the religion which they
profess.

The State of Louisiana, embodying the south-

ern portion of this acquired territory, was re-

COijnized by Congress in ISll, and t\illy admit-

ted in ISl'J, with a State Constitution. Tliose

who chose to dwell among the inhabitants of

the residue of the Louisiana purchase, hence-
forth called Missouri Territory, continued to

hold slaves in its sparse and small but increas-

ing settlements, mainly in its southeastern quar-

ter, and a pro-Slavery Court—perhaps any Court
—would undoubtedly have pronounced Slavery
legal anywhere' on its vast expanse, from the

Mississippi to the crests of the Rocky Mountains,
if not beyond them, and from the Red River of
Louisiana to the Lake of the Woods.
The XVth Congress assembled at Washington,

on Monday, Dec. 1st, 1817. Henry Clay was
chosen Speaker of the House. Mr. John Scott

appeared on the 8th, as delegate from Missouri

Territory, and was admitted to a seat as such.

On the 16th of March following, he presented
petitions of sundry inhabitants of Missouri, in

addition to similar petitions already presented

by him, praying for the admission of Missouri

into the Union as a State, which were, on mo-
tion, referred to a Select Committee, consist-

ing of

Messrs. Scott, of Mo. ; Poindexter, of Miss. ; Robert-
son, of Ky. ; Hendricks, of Ind. ; Livermore, of N. H.

;

Mills, of Mass.; Baldwin, of Pa.

April 3d, Mr. Scott, from this Committee, re-

ported a bill to authorize the people of Missouri

Territory- to form a Constitution and State

Government, and for the admission of such
State into the Union on an equal footing with

the original States ; which bill was read the first

and second time, and sent to the Committee of

the Whole, where it slept for the remainder of

the session.

That Congress convened at Washington for its

second session, on the 16th of November, 1818.

Feb. 13th, the House went into Committee of

tlie Whole—Gen. Smith, of Md., in the Chair

—

and took up the Missouri bill aforesaid, which
was considered through that sitting, as also that

of the l.Tth, when several amendments were
adopted, the most important of which was the

following, moved in Committee by Gen. James
Tallmadge, of Duchess county, New-York,
(lately deceased) :

And provided also. That the further introduction of
Slavery or involuntary servitude bs prohibited, except
for the punishment of crimes, whereof the party shall be
duly convicted : and that all children of slaves, born
witidn tiie said State, after the admissiin thereof into the
Union, sliall be free, but may be held to service until the

age of iwenly-five years.

On coming out of Committee, the Yeas and
Nays were called on the question of agreeing

to this amendment, which was sustained by the
following vote : [taken tirst on agreeing to so

much of it as precedes and includes the word
"convicted."]

Ye(i8—For the Restriction :

Xew-llampshire 4 1 New-York 2^
.Massachusetts 15 NewJersev .">

Rhode Island 1 ' Pennsylvania 20
Cunnecticul 7

|
Ohio 5

Vermont 5 I Indiana 1

Delaware 1

Total Yeas 87—only one (Delaware) from a

Slave State.

Kaya—Against the Restriction :

Massachusetts 8
New-York ... 8
New-Jersey 1

New-Hampshire 1

Ohio 1

Illinois 1

Delaware 1

Maryland 9

A'irginia IS
North Carolina 13
South Carolina li

Georgia 4
Kentucky 9
Tennessee 4
Mississippi 1

Louisiana 1

Total Nays, 76—10 from Free States, 66 from
Slave States.

The House now proceeded to vote on the

residue of the reported amendment (from the

word "convicted" above), which was likewise

sustained.—Yeas, 82 ; Nays, 78.

So the whole amendment—as moved by Gen.

Tallmadge in Committee of the Whole, and
there carried—was sustained when reported to

the House.
Mr. Storrs, of New York (opposed to the Re-

striction), now moved the striking out of so

much of the bill as provides that the new State

shall be admitted into the Union " on an equal

footing with the original States "—which, he
contended, was nullified by the votes just taken.

The House negatived the motion.

Messrs. Desha, of Ky., Cobb, of Ga., and
Rhea, of Tenn., declared against the bill as

amended.
Messrs. Scott, of Mo., and Anderson, of Ky.,

preferred the bill as amended, to none.

The House ordered the bill, as amended, to

a third reading; Yeas, 98 ; Nays, 56. The bill

thus passed the House next day, and was sent

to the Senate.

The following sketch of the debate on this

question (Feb. loth) is condensed from that

in the Appendi.v to Js'iles's Register, vol. xvi.

HOUSE OF KEPRESEXTATIVES, FEB. 15, 1819.

Mr. Tallmadge, of New York, having moved
the following amendment on the Saturday pre-

ceding

—

" Aiid provided that the introduction ofSlavery, or
involuntary servitude, he proh ihited, etecept for th«

punishmentof crimes. ichereofthe party has beendulf,
convi::ted ; and that all children born within the said
State, after the admission there<f into the Union, shall

be declaredfree at the aga of 2b years,"

Mr. Fuller, of Massachusetts, argued that, to effect a con-

cert of interests, it was proper to make concessions. The
States where Slavery existed not only claimed the right to

continue it, but it was manifest that a general emancipa-
tion of slaves could not be asked of them. Their political

existence would have been in jeopardy ; both masters and
slave* must have been involved in the most fatal conse-

quences.
To guard against such intolerable evils, it is provided in

the Constitution, " that the migration or importation of

such persons, as any of the existing States tliink proper

to admit, shall not be prohibited till 1803.—.\rt. 1, sec. 9.

And it is provided elsewhere, that persons held to service

by the laws of any State, shall be given up by other

States, to which they may have escaped, etc.—Art. 4, sec. 2.

These provisions eHectuaUy recognized the right in tho
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states, which, at the time of framing the Constitutioi., held

the blacks in Slavery, to continue so to hoUl them until

they should tliink proper to meliorate their condition.

The Constitution is a compact among all the States then

exLstius,', by which certain principles of government are

estalilisheil fur the whole, and for each individual State.

The predominant principle in both respects is, that

ALL MEX ARE FREE, and have an equal eight to liberty,

and all other privileges ; or, in other words, the pre-

dominant principle is republicanism, in its largest sense.

But, then, the same compact contains certain excep-

tions. The States then holding slaves are permitted,

from the necessity of the case, and for the sake of union,

to exclude the republican principle so far, and only

so far, as to retain their slaves in servitude, and also their

progeny, as had been the usage, until they sliould thhik it

proper or safe to conform to the pure principle, by aboUsh-

ing Slavery. The compact contains on its face the

general principle and the exceptions. But the attempt

to extend Slavery to the new States, is in direct violation

of the clause wliich guarantees a republican form of gov-

ernment to all the States. This clause, indeed, must be

construed in connection with the exceptions before men-
tioned ; but it cannot, without violence, be applied to any
other States than those in wliioh Slavery was allowed at

the formation of the Constitution.

The Speaker (Clay) cites the first clause in the 2d

section of the 4th a'rticle
—" The citizens of each State

shall be entitled to all the privileges and immunities of

citizens of the several States," which he thinks would be

violated by the condition proposed in the Constitution of

Missouri. To keep slaves—to make one portion of the

population the property of another—hardly deserves to be

called a ^yrivilege, since what is gained by the masters

must be lost by the slaves. But, independently of this

consideration, I think the observations already offered to

the committee, showing that holding the black population

in servitude is an exception to the general principles of

the Constitution, and cannot be allowed to extend beyond
the fair import of the terras by which that exception is

provided, are a sufficient answer to the objection. The
gentleman proceeds in the same train of reasoning, and
asks, if Congi-ess can require one condition, how many
more can be required, and where these conditions will

tnd ? AVith regard to a republican constitution, Congress

ftre obliged to require that condition, and that is enough
for the present question ; but I contend, further, that

Congress has a right, at their discretion, to require any
other reasonable condition. Several others were required

of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois and Mississippi. The State of

Lotusiana, which was a part of the territory ceded to us at

the same tune with Missouri, was required to provide in

her Constitution for trials by jury, the writ of habeas cor-

pus, the principles of civil and religious liberty, with

several others, peculiar to that State. I'hese, certainly,

are none of them more indispensable ingredients m a re-

publican form of government than the equality of privi-

leges of all the population
;
yet these have not been denied

to be reasonable, and warranted by the National Consti-

tution in the admission of new States

One gentleman, however, has contended against the

amendment, because it abridges the rights of the slave-

holding States to transport their slaves to the new States,

for sale or otherwise. Tliis argument is attempted to be
enforced in various ways, and particularly by the clause

in the Constitution last cited. It admits, however,
of a very clear answer, by recurring to the 9th sec-

tion of article 1st, which provides that " the migratioii or

importation of such persons as any of the States then ex-

isting shall admit, shall not be prohibited by Congress till

180S." This clearly implies that the tnigration and im-

portation may be prohibited after that year. The impor-

tation has been prohibited, but the migration has not

hitherto been restrained ; Congress, however, may restrain

it, when it may be judged expedient.

The expediency of this measure is very apparent. The
opening of an extensive slave market will tempt the

cupidity of those who, otherwise, perhaps, might gradu-

ally emancipate their slaves. We have heard much,
Mr. Chairman, of the Colonization Society ; an institu-

tion which is the favorite of the humane gentlemen in

the slave-holding States. They have long been lament-
ing the miseries of Slavery, and earnestly seeking for a
remedy compatible with their own safety, and the happi-

ness of their slaves. At last, the great desideratum is

found—a colony ir. Afiica for the emancipated blacks.

How w-ill tlie generous intentions of these humane per-

sons be frustrated, if the price of slaves is to be doubled
by a new and boundless market ! Instead of emancipa-
tion of the slaves, it is much to be feared that unprinci-

pled wretches will be found kidnapping those who are
already free, and transporting and selling the hapless
victims into hopeless bondage. Sir ^ "-eally liope that

Congress will not contribute to ilisccunteuanee and ren

der abortive llie gene.ous and philanthrope views of

this most worthy aud laudable society.

Mr. Talliuadjie, of Xeiv York, follo>v>Ml

—

Sir, said he, it has been my desire and my intention to

avoid any debate on the present painful and unpleasant
subject. AVhen 1 had the honor to submit to this House
the amendment now under consideration, I accompanied
it with a declaration that it was intended to confine its

operation to the newly acquired Territory across the

Mississippi ; and I then expressly declared that I would
in no manner intermeddle with the slave-holding States,

nor attempt manumission in any one of the original States

in the Union. Sir, 1 even went further, and stated that

1 was aware of the delicacy of the subject—and, that I

had learned from Southern gentleiuen the diUiculties

and the dangers of having free blacks intermingling

with slaves; aud, on that account, and with a view to

the safety of the white population of the adjoining

States, I would not even advocate the prohibition of

Slaveiy in the Alabama Territory ; because, surrounded
as It was by slave-holding States, and with only imaginary

lines of division, the intercourse between slaves and
free blacks could not be prevented, and a servile war
might be the result. While we deprecate and mourn
over the evil of Slavery, humanity and good morals re-

quire us to wish its abolition, under circumstances con-

sistent with the safety of the white population. Wil-

lingly, therefore, will I submit to an evil which we can-

not safely remedy. I admitted all that had been said of

the danger of having free blacks visible to slaves, and,

therefore, did not hesitate to pledge myself that I would
neither advise nor attempt coercive manumission. But,

sir, all these reasons cease when we cross the banks of

the Mississippi, into a Territory separated by a natural

boundary—a newly acquired Territory, never contem-
plated in the formation of our government, not included
within the Compromise or mutual pledge in the adoption
of our Constitution—a new Territory acquired by our
common fund, and wliich ought justly to be subject to

our common legislation.

Sir, when I submitted the amendment now under con-

sideration, accompanied with these explanations, and
with these avowals of my intentions and of my motives
I did expect that gentlemen who might differ from
me in opinion would appreciate the liberality of my
views, and would meet me with moderation, as upon a
fair subject for general legislation. I did expect, at

least, that the frank declaration of my views would pro-

tect me from harsh expressions, and from the unfriendly

imputations which have been cast out on this occasion.

But, sir, such has been the character and the violence of

this debate, and expressions of so much intemperance,

and of an aspect so threatening have been used, that

continued silence on my part would ill become me, who
had submitted to this House the original proposition.

Sir, has it already come to this : that in the Congress of

the United States—that, in the Legislative councils ot

Republican America, tlie subject of Slavery has become
a subject of so much feeling—of such delicacy—of sucli

danger, that it cannot safely be discussed? Are mem-
bers who venture to express their sentiments tin tliis

subject, to be accused of talking to the galleries, with

intention to excite a servile war ; and of meriting the

fate of Arbutlinot and Ambrister? Are we to be told of

the dissolution of the Union, of civil war and of seas of

blood ? And yet, with such awful threatenings before us,

do gentlemen, in the same breath, insist upon the encour-

agement of this evil; upon the extension of this monstrous

scourge of the human race? An evil so frauglit witli

such dire calamities to us as individuals, and to our

nation, and threatening, in its progress, to overwhelm the

civil and religious institutions of the country, with the

liberties of the nation, ought at once to be met, and to be

controlled. If its power, its influence, and its inij)e'iding

dangers, have already arrived at such a point, that it im

not safe to discuss it on this floor, and it cannot now
pass under consideration as a proper subject for general

legislation, what will be the result when it is spread

through your widely-extended domain ? Its ))resent

threatening aspect, and the violence of its supporters, so

far from inducing me to yield to its progress, prompt me
to resist its march. Now is the time. It must now be

met, and the extension of the evil must now be prevented,

or the occasion is irrecoverably lost, and the evil can
never be controlled.

Sir, extend your view across the Mississippi, over your
newly-acquired Territory—a Territory so lar surpassing,

in extent, the limits of your present country, that

country which gave birth to your nation—wliicli acliieved

your Kevolution—consolidated your Union—formed your

Constitution, and has subsequently acquired so mucb
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glory, hangs but as an appemiage to tlic exfendeii eni))ire
|

ovex' which your lltpiiblican Ooveiniiieiit is now called to

bear sway. Look down the long vista of futurily; see

your empire, in extent unequaled, in advantageous
situation without a parallel, and occupying all the valua-

|

ble part of one continent. Behold tins extended empire,
inhabited by the hardy sons of American freemen,
knowing their rights, and inheriting the will to protect

them—owners of tlie soil on which they live, and iuti-r-

ested in the institutions which they labor to defend ; vMth

two oceans laving your shores, and tributary i" ynur
purposes, bearing on then" bosoms tlie coiimie; ce i)t our
j)eople; compared to yours, the governments ot Eurni>e

dwindle into insignificance, and the whole woild is with-

out a parallel, liut, sir, reverse this scene; peoj)le this

fair domain witli the slaves of your planters; e.xtend

SlO'Very, this b:ine of man, this abomination of heaven,
over your extended empire, and j'ou prepare its dissolu-

tion ; j'ou turn its accumulated sirengtli into positive

weakness; you cherish a canker in your breast; you
put poison in your bosom; you place a vulture preying
ou your heari—nay, you whet the dagger and place it in

the hands of a portion of your jjopulaiion, stiiuulated to

use it, by every tie, human and divine. The envious con-

trast between your happiness and their misery, between
your liberty and their slavery, must constantly prompt
tlieiu to accomplish your destruction. Your enemies will

learn the source and the cause of your weakness. As
often as external dangers shall threaten, or internal coin-

motions await you, you will then realize that, by your
own procurement, you have placed amidst your families,

and in the bosom of your country, a population produc-
ing at once the greatest cause of individual danger, and
of national weakness. With this defect, your govern-
ment must crumble to pieces, and your ptjople become the

scoff of the worlil.

Sir, we have been told, with apparent confidence, that

we have no right to annex conditions to a State, on its ad-

mission into the Union ; and it has been urged that the

proposed amendment, prohibiting the further introduction

of Slavery, is unconstitutional. This position, asserted

with so much confidence, remains unsupported by any
argument, or by any authoritj- derived from the Constitu-

tion itself. The Constitution strongly indicates an opposite

conclusion, and seems to contemplate a dili'erence be-

tween the old and the new States. The practice of the

government has sanctioned this dilierence in many re-

spects.

Sir, we have been told that this is a new principle for

which we contend, never before adopted, or thought of.

So far from this being correct, it is due to the memory of

our ancestors to say, it .is an old principle, adopted by
them, as the policy of our country. "Whenever the United

States have had the right and the power, they have here-

tofore prevented the extension of Slavery. The States

of Kentucky and Tennessee were taken oil' from other

States, and were admitted into the Union without condi-

tion, because their lands were never owned by the United

States. The Territory northwest of the Oliio is all the land

which ever belonged to them. Shortly after the cession of

those lands to the Union, Congress passed, in 17ST, a com-
pact, which was declared to be unalterable, the sixth arti-

cle of which provides that, " there shall he neither

Slavery nor involuntary servitiule in the said Terri-

tory, othe/;wiiie than in the punixliment for crimes,

whereof i/te parties shall have been duly convicted."

In pursuance of this compact, all the States formed from

that Territory have been admitted into the Union_ upon
various conditions, and, amongst which, the sixth article of

this compact is included as one.

Let gentleiuen also advert to the law for the admission

of the State of Louisiana into the Union ; they will find it

filled with conditions. It was required not only to form a

Constitution upon the principles of a republican govern-

ment, but it was required to contain the " fundamental
principles of civil and religious liberty." It was even re-

quired, as a condition of its admission, to keep its records,

and its judicial and its legislative proceedings, in the Kng-

lish language ; and also to secure the trial by jury, and to

surrender all claim to unappropriated lands in the Terri-

tory, with the prohibition to tax any of the United States'

lands.

After this long practice and constant usage to annex
conditions to the admission of a State hito the Union, will

gentlemen yet tell us it is unconstitutional, and talk of our

principles being novel and extraordinary ?

Mr. Seott. of Missouri, said :

He trusted that his conduct, during the whole of the

time in which he had had the honor of a seat in the House,

had convinced gentlemen of his disposition not to obtriide

his sentiments on any other subjects than those on which

tlie interest of his con.sUtuents, and of the Territory he re-

presented, were immediately concerned. But when a

(inestion such as the aiuendments projiosed by the gentle-

men from New York (.Messrs. Tallmadge and Taylor), was
presented for consideration, involving constitutional prin-

ciples to a vast amount, pregnant with the future fate of

the Territory, portending destruction to the liberties of

that people, 'directly bearing on their rights of property,

their state rights, tlieir all, he should consider it as a dere-

liction of his duty, as retreating from his jjost, nay, double

criminality, c.id he iiot raise hia voice against their adop-

tion.

Mr. Scott entertained the opinion, that, under the Con-

stitution, Congress had not the power to impose this, or

any other restriction, or to require of the people of Mis-

souri their assent to this ccmdilion, as a pre-reiinisite to

tlieir admission into the Union. He contended this from

the language of the Constitution itself, from the practice

in the admission of new States under that instrument, and
from the express terms of the treaty of cession. The
short view he intended to take of those points would, he

trusted, be satisfactory to all those who were not so

anxious to usurp power hs to sacrifice to its attainment

the principles of our government, or who were not desir-

ous of prostrating the rights and independence of a Statt

to chimerical views of policy or expediency. The authority

to admit new States into the Union was granted in the

third section of the fourth article of the Constitution, wliich

declared that " new States may be admitted by the Con-

gress into the Union." The only power given to the Con-

gress by this section appeared to him to be, that of pass-

ing a law for the admission of the new State, leaving it in

possession of all the rights, privileges, and immunities, en-

joyed by the other States ; the most valuable iind promi-

nent of which was that of forming and modifying their

own State Constitution, and over which Congress had no
superintending control, other than that expressly given in

the fourth section of the same article, which read, " The
United States shall guarantee to every State in this Union

a republican form of government." This end accomplished,

the guardianship of the Unhed States over the Constitu-

tions of the several States was fulfilled ; and all restrictions,

limitations and conditions beyond this, was so much power
unwarrantably assumed. In illustration of this position,

he would read an extract from one of the essays written

by tlie late President Madison, contemporaneously witli

the Constitution of the United States, and from a very

celebrated work :
" In a confederacy founded ou republi-

can principles, and composed of republican members, the

superintending government ought clearly to possess au-

thority to defend the system against aristocratic or

monarchical innovations. The more intimate the nature

of such an union may be, the greater interest have tlie

members in the political mstitutions of each other, and
the greater right to insist that the forms of government

under which the compact was entered Into, should be sub-

stantially maintained. But this authority extends no fur-

ther than to a guarantee of a republican form of gov-

ernment, which supposes a preexisting government of the

form which is to be guaranteed. As long, therefore, as the

existing republican forms are continued by the States, they

are guaranteed by the Federal Constitution. Whenever
the States may choose to substitute other republican

forms, they have a right to do so, and to claim the Federal

guarantee for the latter. The only restriction imposed

on them is, that they shall not exchange republican for

anti-republican Cons'titutions ; a restriction which, it is

presuuied, will hardly be considered as a grievance."
_

Mr. Scott believed it to be a just rule of interpretation,

that the enumeration of powers delegated to Congress

weakened their authority in all cases not enumerated

;

au<l that beyond those powers enumerated they had none,

except they were essentially necessary to carry into efiect

those that were given. The second section of the fourth

article of the Constitution, which declared that " the citi-

zens of each State shall be entitled to all the privileges

and immunities of citizens in the several States," was

satisfactorv, to his judgment, that it was intended the citi-

zens of each State, formuig a part of one harmonious

whole, should have, in all thiuas, equal privileges ; the

necessary conseciuence of which was, that every man, in

his own State, should have the same rights, privileges, and

powers, that any other citizen of the United States had in

his own State ; otherwise, discontent and murmurings

would prevail against the general government who had

deprived him of this equality.

For example, if the cuizens of Pennsylvania, or Vir-

ginia, enjoyed the right, in their own Slate, to decide the

question wiieliier they would have Slavery or not, the

citizens of .Missouri, lo give them the same privileges,

must have the s-aine right to decide whether they would or

would not tolerate Slavery in their State; if it were

otherwise, then the citizens of Pennsylvania and Virginia

would have more rights, privileges and powers in their
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respective State?:, than tlie :. tizens of Missouri would
liave in tlieir.s. Mr. S. saiii hi tvouM make another quo-
tation from tlie SHiiie worli he had before been indebted
to, wliicli lie tieheved had considerable bearing on this

subject. " Tlie pnvers delegateii by the proposed Consti-

tution, to the federal Gove''iinient, are few and defined ;
I

those which are to remain in the Stale Governments, are
numerous aud indelinite; the former will be exercised

princiiially on external objects, as war, peace, negotia-
tion, and foreign commerce, with which last the powi-rs

of taxation will, fjr the most part, be connected. The
powers reserved to the several States will extend to all

the objects, which in the ordinary course of iiffairs con-
cern the lives, liberties, and properties of the people, and
the internal order, improveinent, an<l prosperity of the

Slate." The applicability of this doctiine to the question
under consideration was so obvious, that he would not
detain the House to give examples, but leave it for gentle-

men to make tlje application

Mr. Scou believed, that the practice under the Consti-

tution had been different from that now contended for

by gentlemen; he was unapprised of any similar provi-

sion having ever been made, or attempted to be made, in

relation to any other new State heretofore admitted. The
argument drawn from the States formed out of the Terri-

tory northwest of the river Ohio, he did not consider as

analogous; that restriction, if any, was imposed in pur-

suance of a compact, and only, so far as Congress could

do, carried into effect the disposition of Virginia in refe-

rence to a part of her own original Territory, and was,
in every respect, more just, because that provision was
mide and published to the world at a time wlien but few,

if any, settlements were formed within that tract of coun-
try ; and the children of those people of color belonging
to the inhabitants then there, have been, and still were,
held in bondage, and were not free at a given age, as was
contemplated by the amendment under consideration ; nor
did he doubt hut that it was comp'-tent for any of those

States admitted m pursuance of tlie Ordinance of '87, to

call a Convention, and so to alter their Constitution as

to allow the iniroduction of slaves, if they thought pro-

per to do so. To those gentlemen who iiad in their argu-
ment, in support of the ameaduien'.s, adverted to the in-

stance wliere Congress had, by the law autliorizing the

people of Louisiana to form a Constitution and Stale

Government, exercised the power of imposing the terms
and conditions on which they should be permitted to do
so, he woulil recommend a careful exaniiiialion and com-
parison of those terms with the Constitution of the

United States, when, he doubled not, itiey would be con-
vinced that these restrictions were only such as were in

express and posiiive language defined in the 1 .tter jnsiru-

strument, and would have iiern equally binding on the

people of Louisiana had they not been enumerHled in the

law giving tliem authority to form a Constitution for

themselves.
Mr. S. said, he considered the conteioplated conditions

and restrictions, contained in the propnsed amendments,
to be unconstituiional and unwarrantible, from the pro-
visions of the Treaty of Cession, by the third article of

which it was stipulated, that " the inhabitants of the

ceded Territory sliali be incorporated in the Union of the

United States, and admitted, as socm as pissible, accord-
ing to the principles of the Federal Constitution, to the
enjoyment of all the rights, advantages, and immunities
of citizens of the United States, and, in the mean time,
tliey shall be maintained and protected in the free enjoy-
ment of tlieir liberty, property, and the religion which
Ihey profess."

The people were not left to the wayward discretion of
this or any otlier government, by saying that they may
he incorpordted in the Union. The language was differ-

ent and imperative: "ihey s!uiU be incorporated."
Mr. S^'ott understood by tlie term incorporated, that
they were to form a consliiuent part of this republic;
that Iht-y were to become joint partners in the character
and councils of the country, and in tlie national losses

and national gains; as a Territory they were not an es-

.sential part of the Government; they were a mere pro-
vince, subject to the acts and regulations of the General
Government in all cases whatsoever. As a Territory, they
iiaii not all the rights, advantages and immuniiies, of
citijensof the United Stutes. Mr. S himself furnished an
example, that, in their present condition, they had not all

the rights of the oiher citizens of the Union. Had he a vote
in this House? and yei these people were, duringthe war,
subject to certain laxes imposed liy Congress. Had those
people any voice to give in the imposition of taxes to
which they were subject, or in the disposition of the
funds of the nation, and particularly those arising from
the sales of the pulilic lands, to which tht-y already had,
and »tid would largely contribute? Had they a vnice to
give in selecting the officers of this Government-, or many

of their own? In short, in what had they equal rights
advantages and immunities, viHh the other citizens of

the United Slates, but in the privilege to submit to a pro-
crastination of their rights, and in the advantage to sub-
scribe to your laws, your rules, your taxes, and your
]iower3, even without a hearing? Those people were also

"to be admitted into the Union as soon as possible."

Mr. Scott would infer from this expression, that it wasthe
understanding of the parties, that so soon as any portion
of the Territory, of sufficient extent to form a State,

should contain the number of inhabitants required by law
to entitle them to a representative on the lloor of this

House, that they then had the right to makefile call for
admission, and this admission, when made, was to be, not
on conditions that gentlemen might deem expedient, not
on conditions referable to future political views, not on
conditions that the Constitution the peojile sliould form
should contain a clause that would particularly open the
door for emigration from the North or from the South,
not on condition that the future population of the State

should come from a Slaveholding or Non-Slaveholding
Slate, " liut according to the principles of the Federal
Constitution," and none other.
Mr. Scott had trusted that gentlemen who professed to

be actuated by motives of humanity and principle would
not encourage a course of dissimulation, or, by any vote
of theirs, render it necessary for the citizens of Missouri
to act equivocally to obtain their rights. He was unwill-

ing to believe, that political views alone led gentlemen on
this or any other occasion ; but, from the language of the
member from New-York (Mr. Taylor), he was compelled
to suspect that they had their influence upon him. That
gentlemen has told us, that if ever he left his present re-

sidence, it would be for Illinois or Missouri ; at all events,
he wished to seijd out his brothers and his sons. Mr. Scott

begged thit gentleman to relieve him from the awful ap-
preliension excited by the prospect of this accession of
population. He hoped the House would excuse him while
he stated, that he did not desire that gentleman, his sons,

or his brothers, in that land ol brave, noble, and inde-
pendent freemen. The member says that the latitude is

too far North to admit of Slavery there. Would the
gentleman cast his eye on the map before him, he would
there see, tliat a part of Kentucky, Virginia, and Mary-
land, were as far North as the Northern boundary of the
proposed State of Missouri. Mr. Scott would thank the
gentleman if he would condescend to tell him what pre-
cise line of latitude suited his conscience, his humanity,
or his political views, on this subject. Could that mem-
ber be serious, when he made the parallel of latitude the
measure of his good-will to those unfortunate blacks?
Or was he trying how far he could go in fallacious argu-
ment and absurdity, without creating one blush even on
his own cheek, for inconsistency ? What, starve the ne-
groes out, ))en them up in the swamps and morasses, con-
fine them to Southern latitudes, to long, scorching days
of labor and fatigue, until the race becomes extinct, that

the fair land of Missouri may be tenanted by that gentle-
man, Ids brothers, and sons ? He expected from the ma-
jority of the House a more liberal polic.v, and better evi-

dence that they really were actuated by humane motives.

The House bill, thus pas.'sed, reached the

Senate, February 17 th, when it was read twice

and .sent to a Select Comtiiittee already raised

on a like application from Alabama, consisting of

Messrs. Tait, of Geoi-gia ; Morrow, of Ohio ; Williams, of
Mississippi ; Edwards, of Illinois ; Williams, of Tennessee.

On the 22nd, Mr. Tait, from this Committee,
reported the bill with amendments, striking out
the Anti-Slavery restrictions inserted by the
House. This bill was taken up in Comniittee of
the Whole, on the 27th, when Mr. Wilson of

New-Jersey moved its postponement to the 5th

of March—that is, to the end of the session

—

negatived : Yeas 14 ; Nays 23.

The Senate then proceeded to vote on agree-

ing to the amendments reported by the Select

Committee, viz. : 1, to strike out of the House
bill the following

:

And that all children of slaves born within the said

State, after the admission thereof into the Union, shall

be Free, but may be held to service until the age of
twenty-one years.

Which was stricken out by the following vote .

Yens—Against the JieatricUon—2T. Kaya—Fo^
the liesificlion—T.
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The Senate then proceeded to vote on tlie I

residue of the IIouso Restriction, as follows : i

And provided a!so, Tliat the further introduction of
Slavery or involiititjiry servituile be proliiltileil, exce|it

for ttie puiiislmient of crimes, wliereof the party sliall

have been duly convicted.

Tlie vote on this clause was as follows :

Yeax—For strikind out the Jtestnction —'i.i. Xays—Against striting out —16.

The bill tints amended was ordered to be en-

grossed, and was (March 2nd—last day btit one
of the Session) read a third time, and passed
without a division. The bill was on that day
returned to the House, and the amendments of
the Senate read: whereupon, Mr. Tallmadge, of
Xew-York, moved that the bill be postponed
indefinitely. Yeas 69 ; Nays 74.

[The record shows hardly a vote changed from Yea, on
the original passage of tlie Restriction, to Nay now, but
many members who voted then were now absent or

The vote was then taken on concurring in

the Senate's amendments, as aforesaid, and the
House refused to concur ; Yeas 70 ; Nays 78.

[Hardly a vote changed ; but more members vnling
than on ihe previous division, and less than when the
Restriction was carried.]

The bill was now returned to the Senate, wiih
a message of non-coucurretice ; when Mr. Tait
moved that the Senate adhere to its amendment,
which was carried without a division. The bill

being thus remanded to the House, Mr. Taylor,
of New-York, moved that the House adhere to

its disagreement, which prevailed. Yeas 78
;

Nays 6ti. So the bill fell between the two
Houses, and was lost.

The Southern portion of the then Territory
of Missouri (organized by separation from
Louisiana in 1812) was excluded from the pro-
posed State of Missouri, and organized as a
separate Territory, entitled Arkansas.
The bill being under consideration, Mr. Tay-

lor, of New-York, moved that the foregoing re-

striction be applied to it also ; and the clause,

proposing that slaves born therein after the
passage of this act be free at twenty-five years
of age, was carried (February 17th) by 75 Yeas
to 7o Nays; but that providing against the
further introduction of Slaves was lost ; Yeas
10; Nays 71. The next day, the clause just

adopted was stricken out, and the bill ultimately
passed without any allusion to Slavery. Ar-
kan.sas of course became a Slave Territory, and
ultimately (1830) a Slave State.

THE SECOND MISSOURI STRUGGLE.

A new Congress assembled on the 6th of
December, 1819. Mr. Cjiay was again chosen
Speak^. On the 8th, Mr. Scott, delegate from
Missouri, moved that the memorial of her Ter-
ritorial Legislature, as also of several citizens,

praying her admission into the Union as a State,

be referred to a Select Committee ; carried,

and Messrs. Scott, of Missouri, Robertson, of
Kentucky, Terrell, of Georgia, Strother, of Vir-

ginia, and De Witt, of New-York, (all but the

last from the Slave region,) were appointed said

committee.
Mr. Strong, of New-York, that day gave

notice of a bill " To prohibit the further exten-
sion of Slavery iu the United States."

On the 14th, Mr. Taylor, of New-York, moved
a Select Committee on this subject, which was
granted ; and the mover, with Messrs. Liver-
more, of New-llampshirc, JJarhour, (V. 1'.) of
Virginia, Lowndes, of South-Carolina, Fuller, of
Massachusetts, Hardin, of Kentucky, and Cuth
bert, of Georgia, were appointed sucii committee,
A majority of this Committee being Pro-Slavery,
Mr. Taylor could do nothing ; and on the 28th
the Committee was, on motion, discharged from
the further consideration of the subject.

On the same day, LIr. Taylor moved :

Tliat a Committee be appointed willi instructions to
report a 1)111 prohibiting the further admissinu ot slave<
into the Territories of the United States AVesl of the river
Mississippi.

On motion of Mr. Smith, of Maryland, thisr

resolve was sent to the Committee of the "Whole,
and made a special order for January 10th;
but it was not taken up, and appears to have
slept the sleep of death.

In the Senate, the memorial of the Missouri
Territorial Legislature, asking admission as a

State, was presented by Mr. Smith, of South-
Carolina, December 29lh, and referred to the
Judiciary Committee, which consisted of

Messrs. Smith, of South Carolina ; Leake, of Mississippi

;

Burrill, of Rhode Island ; Logan, of Kentucky ; Otis of
Massachusetts.

DANIEL WEBSTER ON SLAVERY EXTENSION.

The following is extracted from the " Memor-
ial to the Congress of the United States, on the
subject of restraining the increase of Slavery in

New States to be admitted into the Union," in

pursuance of a vote of the inhabitants of Boston
and its vicinity, assembled at the State House
on the 3d of December, 1819, which Avas

drawn up by Daniel Webster, and signed by
himself, George Blake, Josiah Qiiincy, James
T. Austin, etc. It is inserted here instead of
the resolves of the various New England Legis-

latures, as a fuller and clearer statement of the

views of the great body of the people of that

section during the pendency of the ilissouri

question :

" MEMORIAL

To ihe Senate and Ilouse of Representatives of the
United States, i)i Congress assembled :

The undersigned, inhabitants of Boston and its

vicinity, beg leave most respectfully and humlily to repre-
sent : That the question of the introduction of Slavery
into the new States to be formed on the west side of the
Mississippi River, appears to them to be a question of

the last importance to the future welfare of the United
States. If the progress of this great evil is ever to be
arrested, it seems to the undersigned that this is the time
to arrest it. A false step taken now, cannot be retraced

;

and it appears to us that the happiness of unborn millioiib

rests on the measure which Congress on this occasion
may adopt. Considering this as no local question, nor a
question to be decided by a temporary e.\|'eiliency, but
as involving great interests of the whole United States,

and affecting deeply and essentially those objects of
common defense, general welfare, and the per|iei nation
of the blessings of liberty, for which the Constitution it-

self was formed, we have presumed, in this way, to offer

our sentiments and express our wishes to the National
Legislature. And, as various reasons have been sug-
gested iigainst prohibiting Slavery in tlie new States, it

may perhaps be permitted to us to state our reasons,

both for believing that Congress possesses the Constitu-
tional power to make such prohibition a condition, on
the admi.^sion of a new Slate into the Union, and that it

is just and proper that they should exercise that power.
"Anil in the first place, as to the Constiiutional au-

thority of Congress. The Constitution of the United
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States has declared that " Congress shnll have power to

dispose of ami malie all needful rules and regidations re-

specting the Territory or other property l>eloiigiug to the

United States : and nothing in tins Constitution shall be

so construed as to prejudice the claims of the United
States or of any particular State." It is very well known,
that the saving in this clause of the claims of any par-
ticular State, was designed to apply to claims by the then

existing States, of territory which was also claimed by
the United States as their own property. It has, there-

fore, no bearing on the present question. Tlie power,
then, of Congress over its own Territories, is, by the very
terms of the Constitution, unlimited. It may make all

'' needful rules and regulations," which of course include

all such regulations ad its own views of policy or expedi-

ency shall, from time to time, dictate. If, therefore, in

its judgment it be needful for the benefit of a Territory to

enact a proldbition of Slavery, it would seem to be as

much within its power of Legislation as any other act of

local policy. Its sovereignty being complete and uni-

versal as to the Territory, it may exercise over it the

most ample jurisdiction in every respect. It possesses,

in this view, all the authority which any State Legisla-

ture possesses over its own Territory ; and if any State
Legislature may, in its discretion, abolish or prohibit

Slavery witlnn its own limits, in virtue of its general
Legislative autliority, for the same reason Congress also

may exercise the like authority over its own Territories.

And tliat a State Legislature, unless restrained by some
Constitutional provision, may so do, is unquestionable,
and has been established by general practice

If the constitutional power of Congress to make the

proposed prohibition be satisfactorily shown, the justice

and policy of such prohibition seem to the undersigned
to be supported by plain and strong reasons. The per-

mission of Slavery in a new State, necessarily draws after

it an extension of that inequality of representation,
whicli already exists in regard to the original States.

It cannot be expected that those of the original States,

winch do not hohl slaves, can look on such an extension
as being politically just. As between the original States
the representation rests on compact and plighted faith

;

and your memorialists have no wish that that compact
sliould be disturbed, or that plighted faith in the sliglitest

degree violated, llut the subject assumes an entirely
different cliaracter, when a new State proposes to be ad-
mitted. "With her tliere is no compact, and no faith

plighted ; and where is the reason tliat sbe could come
into the Union with more than an equal share of political

importance and political power? Already the ratio of

representation, esiablished by the Constitution, has given
to the States holding slaves twenty members of tlie House
of Representatives more titan they would have been en-
titled to, except under the particular provision of the
Constitution. In all probability, this number will be
doubled in thirty years. Under tliese circumstances, we
deem it not an unreasonable expectation that the inhabi-
tants of Missouri should propose to come into the Union,
renouncing the right in question, and establishing a
Constitution proiiibiting it forever. "Without dwelling on
this topic, we have still thought it our duty to present it

to tlie considf-ration of Congress. We present it with a
deep and earnest feeling of its importance, and we re-

Bpectfully solicit for it the full consideration of the Na-
tional Legislature.

Your memorialists were not without the hope that the
time had at length arrived when tlie inconvenience and the
danger of this description of ])opulation had become appa-
rent in all parts of this country and in all parts of the civil-

ized world. It might have been hoped that, the new States
themselves would have had such a view of their own per-
manent interests and prosperity as would have led them
to prohibit its extension and increase. 'I he wonderful in-

crease and prosperity of the States north of the Ohio is un-
questionably to be ascribed, in a great measure, to the con-
sequences of the ordinance of 1787 ; and few, indeed, are
the occasions, in the history of nations, in which so much
can be done, by a single act, for the benefit of future
generations, as was done by that ordinance, and as may
now be done by the Congress of the United States. We
appeal to the justice and to the wisdom of the National
Councils to prevent tlie further progress of a great and
serious evil. AVe appeal to those who look forward to the
remote consequences of their measures, and who cannot
balance a temporary or trifling inconvenience, if there
were such, against a permanent, growing, and desolating
evil. We cannot forbear to remhid the two Uouses of
Congress that the early and decisive measures adopted
by the American Government for the abolition of the
slave-trade, are among the proudest memorials of our
nation's glory. That Slavery was ever tolerated in the
Republic is, as yet, to be attributed to the policy of an-
other Government. No imputation, thus far, rests on

any portion of the American Confederacy. The Missouri
Territory is a new country. If its exteusivo and fertile

field shall be opened as a market for slaves, the Govern-
ment will seem to become a party to a traffic which, in

so many acts, through so many years, it lias denounced as
impolitic, unchristian, inhuman. To enact laws to pun-
ish the traffic, and, at the same time, to tempt cupidity
and avarice by the allurements of an insatiable market,
is inconsistent and irreconcilable. Governmerit, by such
a course, would only defeat its own purjioses, and render
nugatory its own measures. Nor can the laws deriva
support from the manners of the people, if the power of
mor.al sentiment be weakened by enjoying, under the per-
mission of Government, great facilities to commit of-

fenses. The laws of the United States have denounced
lieavy penalties against the traffic in slaves, because such
traffic is deemed unjust and inhuman. We appeal to the
spirit of these laws. We appeal to this justice and human-
ity. We ask her whether they ouglit not to operate, on the
present occasion, with all their force? We have a strong
feeling of the injustice of any toleration of Slavery. Cir-

cumstances have entailed it on a portion of our communi-
ty, wliich cannot be immediately relieved from it without
consequences more injurious than the suffering of the evil.

But to permit it in a new country, where yet no habits are
formed which render it indispensable, what is it, but to en-
courage that rapacity, and fraud and violence, against
which we have so long pointed the denunciations of our
penal code ? What is it, but to tarnish the proud fame of
the country ? What is it, but to ttirow suspicion on its good
faith, and to render questionable all its professions of re-

gard for the rights of humanity and the liberties of man-
kind?
As inhabitants of a free country—as citizens of a

great and rising Kepublic—as members of a Christian
community—as living in a liberal and enlightened age,
and as feeling ourselves called upon by the dictates of re-

ligion and humanity, we have presumed to offer our senti-
ments to Congress on this question, witli a solicitude for the
event far beyond what a common occasion could inspire."

Instead of reprinting the Speeches elicited by

this fruitful theme, which must necessarily, to

a great extent, be a mere reproduction of ideas

expressed in the debate of the last session,

already given, we here insert the Resolves of

the Legislatures of New-York, New-Jersey,

Pennsylvania, Delaware and Kentucky—the first

three being unanimous expressions in favor of

Slavery Restriction ; the fourth, from a Slave

State, also in favor of such Restriction, though

probably not unanimously agreed to by the

Legislature ; the last against Restriction, and

also (we presume) unanimous. The Legislatures

of the Free States were generally unanimous for

Restriction ; those of the Slave States (Dela-

ware excepted) against it. It is not deemed
necessary to print more than the following :

NEW-TORK.
State of New-York, in Assembly, Jan. IT, 1S20 :

Whereas, The inhibiting the further extension of
Slavery in these United States is a subject of deep concern
among the people of this State ; and whereas Wc consider
Slavery as an evil much to be deplored ; and that every
constitutional barrier should be interposed to prevent its

further extension
; and that the Constitution of the" United

States clearly gives Congress the right to require of new
States, not comprised within the original boundaries of
these United States, the prohibition of Slavery, as a condi-
tion of its admission into the Union: Therefore,
Resolved (if the honorable the Senate concur herein).

That our Senators be instructed, and our llepresentatives
in Congress be requested, to oppose the admission as a
State into the Union, any territory not comprised as afore-
said, without making the prohibition of Slavery therein an
indispensable condition of admission ; therefore,
Hesoived, That measures be taken by the clerks of

the Senate and Assembly of this State, to transmit copies
of the preceding resolutions to each of our Senators and
Representatives in Congress.

(Unanimously concurred in by 'he Senate.)
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NEW-JERSET.

liorbK OF Reprksext.vtitiis, )

Ji.inuar!/24t./i, \ii20.
J

Mr. Wilson, oi' X. J., comiiiunieati'd tlie Ibl-

lowing Resolutions of tlio Legislature oC the

State of New-Jersey, which were read:

Wf»erea)>, A Bill is now depending in the Congress of
the United States, on the application of the peojile in the
Territory of Missouri for the admission of that Territory
as a State into the Union, not containing provisions
against Slavery in such proposed State, and a question is

made upon the right and expediency of such provision.

The representatives of the Jieople of New-Jersey,
in Legislative Council and Oeneral Assembly of the
said State, now iu session, deem it a duty they owe to

themselves, to their constituents, and posterity, to de-
clare and make known the opinions they hold upon this

momentous subject ; and,
1. T/iei/ do resolve and declare, That the further

admission of Territories into the Union, without restric-

tion of Slavery, would, in their opinion, essentially in\-

pair the right of this and other existing States to equal
representation in Congress (a right at the foundation of
the political compact), inasmucli as such newly-admitted
slaveholdmg States would be represented on tlie basis of
their slave population ; a concession made at the forma-
tion of the Constitution in favor of the then existing
States, but never stipulated for new States, nor to be in-

ferred from any article or clause in that instrument.
2. Jiesolved, That to admit the Territory of jMissouri

as a State into the Union, without prohibiting Slavery
there, would, in the opinion of the representatives of the
people of New-Jersey aforesaid, be no less than to sanc-
tion this great political and moral evil, furnish the ready
means of peopling a vast Territory with slaves, and per-
petuate all tlie dangers, ciimes, and ijernicioiis etl'ects of
domestic bondage.

S. Jie-'iolced, As the opinion of the Representatives
aforesaid. That inasmuch as no Territory has a right to

be aiimitied into the Union, but on the principles of the

Federal Constitution, and only by a law of Congress, con-
senting thereto on the part of tlie existing States, Con-
gress may riglitfuUy, and ought to refuse sucli law, unless
upon t::e reasonable and just conditions, assented to on the

piirt of the people ai'plying to become one of tlie States.

4. Resolved., In the opinion of the Representatives
aforesaid, That the article of the Constitution which re-

strains Congress from proliibitiug the migration or impor-
tation of slaves, until after the year 1S03, does, by neces-
sary implication, admit the general power of Congress
over the sulject of Slavery, and concedes to them the

right to regulate and restrain such migration and impor-
tation after tliat time, into the existing, or any newiy-to-
be-created State.

5. R6Solve<l, As the opinion of the Representatives
of the people of NewJersey aforesaid, That inasmuch as
Congress have a cleor right to refuse the admission of a
Territory into the Union, by the terms of the Constitu-

tion, they ouglit, in the present case, to exercise that ab-
solute discretion in order to preserve the political riglits

of the several existing States, and prevent the great na-
tional disgrace and multiplied mischiefs, which must ensue
from conceding it, as a matter of right, in the immense
Territories yet to claim admission into the Union beyond
the Mississippi, that they may tolerate Slavery.

6. Resolced, (with the concurrence of Council,) That
the Governor of this State be requested to transmit a copy
of the foregoing resolutions to each of the Senators and
Representatives of this State in the Congress of the Uni-
ted States.

PENNSYLVANIA.

House of Rephesentativb-!, )

December lUA, 1S19. )'

A motion was made by Mr. Duane and Mr.
Thackara, and read as follows :

The Senate and House of Representatives of the Com-
monwealth of Pennsylvania, while they cherish the right

of the individual States to express their opinion upon all

public measures proposed in the Congress of the Union,
are aware that its usefulness must in a great degree de-
pend upon tlie discretion with which it is exercised ; they
beheve that the right ought not to be resorted to upon
trivial suljocts or unimportant occasions ; but they are
also persuaded that there are moments when the neglect
to exercise it would be a dereliction of public duty.

Such an occasion, as in tlieir judgment demands the
frank expression of the sentimeuts of Pennsylvania, is

now presented. A measure was ardently supported in

the last CoUirress of the United States, and will probahlj
be as earue^'^ly urged during the existing session of that
body, which has a palpable tendency to impair the politi-

cal relations of tlie several States ; which is calculated to

mar the social liaiipiness of the present and future gene-
rations; wliicli, if adc^iitcd, would impede the march of
luiiuaiiiiy and I-'reedinu ihrougli the world ; and wotild

transfer linni a iiiisgoided ancotry an odious stain and
fix it indelibly upon the present race—a measure, in brief,

') which ))riii>otes to sjireail tlie crimes and cruelties of Sla-
very from the banks of the Slissi.-isjppi to tlie shores of the
Pacific. When a measure of this cliaracter is seriously
advocated in the republican Congress of America, in the
nineteenth century, the several States are invoked by the
duty which they owe to the Deity, by the veneration which
they entertain for the memory of the founders of the Re-
public, and by a tender regard for po.-teriiy, to protest
against its adoption, to refuse to covenant with crime,
and to limit tlie range of an evil that already hangs iu

awful boding over so large a portion of the Union.
Nor can such a protest be entere<l by any State with

greater jiropriety than by Pennsylvania. This Common-
wealth has as sacredly respected the rights of other
States as it has been careful of its own ; it has been the
invariable aim of the people of Pennsylvania to extend
to the universe, by tiieir examjiie, the unadulterated
blessings of civil and religious freedom

; and it is their

pride that they have been at ad times the practical advo-
cates of those improvements and charities among men
wliich are so well calculated to enable them to answer the
purposes of their Creator; and above all, they may boast
liiat they were foremost in removing the pollution of Sla-

very from among them.
If, indeed, the measure, against which Pennsylvania

considers it her duty to raise her voice, were calcinated
to abridge any of the rights guaranteed to the several

States ; if, odious as Slavery is, it was proposed to hasten
its extinction by means injurious to the States ujion which
it was unhappily entailed, Pennsylvania would be among
the first to insist upon a sacred observance of the Consti-

tutional compact. Cut it cannot be pretended that the

rights of any of the States are at all to be affected by re-

fusing to extend the mischiefs of human bondage over
the boundless regions of the West, a Territory which
formed no part of the Union at the adoption of tne Con-
stitution; wliicli has been but lately ptirchased from a
European Power by the people of the Union at large;
which may or may not be admitted as a State into the

Union at the discretion of Congress ; which must estab-

lish a Republican form of Government, and no other;

and whose climate.^lTordj none of the pretexts urged for

resorting to the labor of natives of the torrid zone; such
a Territory has no right, inherent or acquired, such as

those States possessed which established the existing Con-
stiiution. When that Constitution was framed in Septem-
ber, 17ST, the concession that three-fifths of the slaves in

the States then existing should be represented in Con-
gress, could not have been intended to embrace regions

at that time held by a foreign power. On the contrary,

so anxious were the Congress of that day to confine hu-

man bondage within its ancient home, that on the 13th
of July, 17S7, that body unanimously declared that Sla^

very or involuntary servitude should not exist in the ex-
tensive Territories bounded by the Ohio, the Mississippi,

Canada and the Lakes; and in the ninth article of the

Constitution itself, the power of Congress to prohibit the

emigration of servile persons after liSU8, is expressly re-

cognizeit; nor is there to be found in the statute-book a

single instance of the admission of a Territory to the

rank of a State, in which Congres.s have not adhered to

the right, vested in them by the Constitution, to stipu-

late with the Territory upon the conditions of the boon.

The Senate and House of Representatives of Penn-
sylvania, therefore, cannot but deprecate any departure
from the humane and enlightened policy jiursued not only
by the illustrious Congress which framed the Constitution,

but by their successors without exception. They are per-
suaded that, to open the fertile regions of the West to a.

servile race, would tend to increase their numbers beyond
all past example, would open a new and steady market
for the lawless venders of liuman flesh, and would render
all schemes for obliterating this most foul blot upon the

American character, useless and unavailing.

Under these convictions, and in the full jiersuasion that

upon this topic there is but one opinion in Pennsylvania

—

" Re.tolved hij the Senate and House of Jiejiresenia-

lives of the Commonwealih, of I'ennsylvaivia, That the

Senators of this State in the Congress of the United
Stales be, and they are hereby instructed, and that the

Representatives of this State in the Congress of the Uni-
ted States be, and they are hereby requested, to vote

against the admission of any Territory as a State into the

Union, unless said Territory shall stipulate and. agree
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that " the further introductiiin of Slavery or involiintary
servitude, txct-pt for the punislniieiil of crimes wliercof
the pany s^liull liave beeu clu'y couvioted, shall be pro-
hiliited ; and that all children boin williin the said Ter-
ritory, after its admission into the Union as a Stale, shall

be fiee, but may be held to service until the age of twenty-
five years."

Resolved. That the Governor be, and he is hereby, re-

quested to cause a copy nf the fort-going preamble and
resolution to be transiuitteii to each of the Senators and
Kepreseatatives of this State in the Congress of tlie United
Slates.

Laid on the table.

TnuRSDAT, Decemher 16, 1S19.

Agreeably to the order of the day, the House resumed
the consideration of the resolutions postponed on the
14th inst., relative to preventing the introduction of
Slavery into States hereafter to be admitted into the
Union. And on the question, " Will the House agree to

tlie resolution ?" the Yeas and Nays were required by
Mv. Randall and Mr. Souder, and stood—Yeas 74—(54
Democrats, 20 Federalists) ; Nays iMne. Among the
Yeas were David K Porter, late Governor, Josiah Ran-
dall of Philadelphia, late AVhig, now a leading Democrat,
William ^Vilkins, late minister to Russia, since in the
State Senate, Dr. Daniel Sturgeon, late U. S. Senator,
etc., etc. AVilliara Duane, editor of The Aurora^ then
the Democratic organ, also voted for the resolutions, as
he had prominently advocated the principle they
asserted.

The Senate unanimously concurred, and the Resolves
were signed by Gov. William Findlay.

DELAWARE.

In Senate of the United States, early in 1820,

Mr. Van Dyke conimunicated the following
Re.solutions of the Legislature of the State of

Delaware, which were read :

Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representatives
of the State of Delaware, in General Assembly met:
That it is, in the opinion of this General Assembly, the
constitutional right of the United States, in Congress
assembled, to enact and establish, as one of the condi-
tions for the admission of a new Stale into Llie Union, a
provision which shall effectually prevent the further
introduction of Slavery into such State ; and that a due
regard to the true interests of such State, as well as of
the other States, require that the same should be done.

liesolved, That a copy of the above and foregoing
resolution be transmitted, by the Speaker of the
Senate, to each of the Senators and Representatives
from this State in the Congress of the United States.

KENTUCKY.

In Senate, January 24th, 1820, Mr. Logan
communicated the I'ollowing preamble and lle-

polutions of tlie Legislature of the State of
Kentucky, which were read :

Whereas, The Constitution of the United States pro-
vides for the admission of new States into the Union, and
it is just and proper that all such States should be estab-
lished upon tlie footing of original States, with a view
to the preservation of State Sovereignty, the prosperity
of such new State, and the good of their citizens ; aiui
whereas, successful attempts have been heretofore
made, and are now making, to prevent the People of the
Territory of Missouri from being admitted into the Union
as a State, unless trammeled by rules and regulations
which do not exist in the original States, particularly in
relation to the toleration of Slavery.

Whereas, also, if Congress can thus trammel or
control the powers of a Territory in the formation of a
State government, that body may, on the same principle,
reduce its powers to little more than those possessed
by the people of the District of Columbia, and whilst
professing to make it a Sovereign State, may bind it in
perpetual vassalage, and reduce it to the condition of a
piovince; such State must necessarily become the
dependent of Congress, asking such powers, and not the
independent State, demanding rights. And whereas, it

is necessary, in preserving the State Sovereignties in
their present rights, that no new State should be sub-
jected to this restriction, any more than an old one, and
that there can be no reason or justice why it should not
be entitled to the same privileges, when it is bound to
bear all the burdens and taxes laid upon it by Congress.

In passing the following resolution, the General
Assembly refrains from expressing any opinion either in
favor or against the principles of Slavery ; but to sup-

port and maintain State rights, which it conceives neces-
sary to be supported and maintained, to preserve the
Uberties of the free people of these United States, it

avows its solemn conviction, that the States already
confederated under one common Constitution, have not
a right to deprive new States of equal privileges with

I

themselves. Therefore,
Resolved, by the General Assembly of the Common-

wealth of Kentucky, That the Senators in Congress from
this State be instructed, and the Representatives be
requested, to use their efforts to procure the passage of a
law to admit the people of Missouri into the Union, as a
State, whether those people will sanction Slavery by
their Constitution or not.

Besol/ved, That the Executive of this Commonwealth
be requested to transmit this Resolution to the Senators
and Representatives of this State in Congress, that it

may be laid before that body for its consideration.

The bill authorizing Missouri to form a con-
stitution, etc.. came up in the House as a
special order, Jan. 24th. Mr. Ttiylor, of N. Y.,

moved that it be postponed for one week

:

Lost : Yeas 87 ; Nays 88. Whereupon the

House adjourned. It was considered in com-
mittee the ne.xt day, as also on the 28th and
30th, and thence debated daily until tlie 19th

of February, when a bill came down from the

Senate " to admit the State of Maine into the

Union," but with a rider authorizing the people

of Mis.«ouri to form a State Constitution, etc.,

without restriction on the subject of Slavery.

The House, very early in the session, passed

a bill providing for the admission of Maine as a

State. This bill came to the Senate, and was
sent to its Judiciary Committee aforesaid, which
amended it by adding a provision for Missouri as

above. After several days' debate in Senate, Mr.
Roberts, of Pa., moved to recommit, so as to

strike out all but the admission of Maine ; which
was defeated (Jan. 14th, 1820)—Yeas IS ; Nays
25. Ileieupon Mr. Thomas, of 111., (who voted
with the mtyority, as uniformly against any
restriction on Missouri) gave notice that he
should
" ask leave to bring a bill to prohibit the introduction
of Slavery into the Territories of the. United States
JVorth and West of the contemplated State of Mis-
souri ;"

—which he accordingly did on the 19th ; when
it was read and ordered to a third reading.

[NOTK.—Great confusion and misconception exists in

the public mind with regard to the " Missouri Restric-

tion," two totally different propositions being called by
that name. The original JJestriction, which Mr. Clay
vehemently opposed, and Mr. Jefferson in a letter

characterized as a "fire-bell in the night," contemplated
the limitation of Slavery in its exclusion from the State

of Missiniri. This was ultimately defeated, as we shall

see. The second proposed Restriction was that of Mr.
Thomas, just cited, which proposed the exclusion of
Slavery, not from the Slate of Missouri, but from, the
Territories of the United States North and West ofthat
State. This proposition did not emanate from the origi-

nal Missouri Restrictionists, but from their adversaries,

and was but reluctantly and partially accepted by the
former.]

The Maine admission bill, with the proposed
amendments, was discussed through several

days, until, Feb. 16th, the question was taken
on the Judiciary Committee's amendments
(authorizing Missouri to form a State Constitu-

tion, and saying nothing of Slavery), which
were adopted by the following vote

:

Yeas—Against the Restriction on Missouri, 23.

[20 fi om Slave States ; 3 from Free States.]

Nays—Vot Restriction, 21.

[19 from Free States ; 2 from Delaware.]

Mr. Thomas, of 111., then proposed his amend-
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merit, which, on the following day, he withdrew
aud substituti'd the following :

And he it furVtcr enacted. That in all that Ten-itory
ceded by France to the United States under the name of
Louisiana wliich lies north of thirty-six degrees thirty
minutes north latitude, excepting only such part thereof
as is included within tlie limits of the State contemplated
by this act, Slavery and involuntary servitude, otherwise
than in the punishment of crime whereof the party shall
have been duly convicted, shall be and is hereby forever
prohibited. Prorkled alwat/s, that any person escaping
into the same, from where labor or service is lawfully
claimed in any State or Territory of the United States,
such fugitive may be lawfully reclaimed and conveyed
to the person claiming his or her labor or service as
aforesaid.

Mr. Tiiinble, of Ohio, moved a .substitute for

this, somewluit altering the boundarie.*' of the
regions shielded from Slavery, which was
rejected : Yeas 20 (Northern) ; Nays '2-4

(Southern).

The question then recurred on Jlr. Thomas's
amendment, which was adopted, as follows:

Yca.t—For excluding Slavery from all the
Territory North and West of Missouri

:

effect, though the more determined champions,
whether of Slavery Extension or Slavery Re-
striction, did not unite in it.]

The bill, thus amended, was ordered to be
engrossed for a third reading by the following
vote

:

Yeas—For the Missouri Bill :

Messrs. Barbour of Va.,
Brown of La.,

Eaton of Tenn.,
Edwards of HI.,

Elliott of Ga.,
tiaillard of S. C,
}Iorsey of Del.,

Hunter of K. I.,

Johnson of Ky.,
Johnson of La.,

King of .\la.,

Leake of Miss.,

Lloyd of Md.,
],ogan of Ky.,

I'arrott of .V H.,

I'inkney of Md.,
Pleasants of Va.,

Stokes of .N. C,
Thomas of HI.,

Van Dyke of Del,
Walker of .Via.,

AValker of Ua.,
AVill am? of Miss.,

^VilUams of Teun—it

Mellen of Mass.,
Morrill of N. U.,
Otis of Mass.,
Palmer of Vt.,

Parrott of X. H.,
Pinkney of .Md.,

Robe -ts of Pa.,

Ruggles of Ohio,
Sanford of N. Y.,

Stokes of .\". C,

Trimble of Ohio,
Van Dyke of Del.,

Walker of Ala
,

Williams of Tenn.,
Wilson of \. J.—3i

Messrs. Brown of La.,

Bunill of it. I.,

Dana of Conn.,
Dickerson of N. J,

Eaton of Tenn.,
Edwards of 111.,

Horsey of Del.,

Hunter of It. I.,

Johnson of Ky.,
Johnson of La

.

KingtWm. K.) of Ala., Thomas of HI.,

King ^Ilufus) of X. Y., Tichenor of Vt.,

Lanman of Conn.,
Leake of Miss

,

Lowrie of Pa.,

Lloyd of .Md.,

Logan of Ky.,

iV^ai/s—Against such Restriction :

Messrs. Barbour of Va., Pleasants of Va.,
Elliott of Ga., Smith (Wm.) of S. C.
Gaillard of S. C, Tavlor of Ind.,

Macon of X. C, Walker of Ga.,
Noble of Ind., Williams of Miss.—10.

[It will here be seen that the Restriction ulti-

mately adopted—that excluding Slavery from
all territory then owned by tiie Utiited States

North and West of the Southwest border of the

State of Missouri—was proposed by an early and
steadfast opponent of the Restriction originally

propo,<ed, relative to Slavery in the contem-
plated State of Missouri, and was sustained by
the votes offotirteen Senators from Slave States,

including the Senators from Delaware, Mary-
land, Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama, and
Louisiana, with one vote each from North
Carolina and Mississippi.

The current assumption that this Restriction

was proposed by Rufus King, of New-York, and
mainly sustained by the antagonists of Slavery

Extension, is wholly mistaken. The truth,

doubtless, is, that it was suggested by the more
moderate opponents of the proposed Restriction

on Missouri—and supported also by Senators
from Slave States—as a means of overcoming
the resistance of the House to Slavery in Mis-

souri. It was, in efliect, an offer from the

milder opponents of Slavery Restriction to the

more moderate and flexible advocates of that

Restriction—" Let us have Slavery in Missouri,

and we will unite with yoti in excluding it from
all the uninhabited territories North and West
of that State." It was in substance an agree-

ment between the North aud the South to that

^ai/x—Against the Bill :

Messrs. BurrUl of R I., Otis of Ma?.».,

Dana of Conn., Palmer of Vt.,

Dickerson of .N. J., Roberts of Pa.,

King of X. Y., Ruggles of Ohio,
Lanman of Conn., Sani'ord of N. Y.,

Lowrie of Pa., Smith of S C,
Slacon of X. C. Taylor of Ind

,

Mellen of Mass., Ticlienor of Vt.,

Morrill of X. H., Trimble of Ohio.,
Noble of Ind., Wilson of N. J.—20.

The bill was thus passed (Feb. ISth) without
further division, and sent to the House for con-
currence. In the House. Mr. Thomas's amend-
ment (as above) was at first rejected by both
parties, and defeated by the strong vote of 159
to 1 8. The Yeas (to adopt) were,

Messrs. Baldwin of Pa., Meech, ofVt.,
Bayly of .Md., Mercer of Va.,
Bloomfield of X. J., Quarles of Ky.,
Cocke of Tenn., Ringgold of Md.,
Crafts of Vt., Shaw of Mass.,
Culpepper of N. C, Sloan of Ohio

,

Kinsey of X. J., Smith of N. J.,

Lathrop of Mass., Smith of Md.,

I

Little of .Md., Tarr of Pa—IS.

Prior to this vote, the House disagreed to

the log-rolling of Maine and Missouri, into one
bill by the strong vote of 93 to 72. [We do
not give the Yeas and Nays on this decision

;

but the majority was composed of the repre-

sentatives of the Free States with only four ex-

ceptions ; and Mr. Louis McLane of Delaware,
who was constrained by instructions from his

legislature. His colleague, Mr. Willard Hall,

did not vote.]

The members from Free States who voted
with the South to keep Maine and Missouri

united in one bill were,

Messrs. H. Baldwin of Pa., Henry Meigs of N. Y.,
Bloomfield of N. J., Henry Shaw of Mass.,

The House also disagreed to the remaining
amendments of the Senate (striking out the re-

striction on Slavery in Missouri) by the strong
vote of 102 Yeas to 68 Nays.

[Nearly or quite every Representative of a

Free State voted in the majority on this division,

with tlie following from Slave States :

Louis McLane, Del., Nelson, Md.,
Alney McLean, Ky. Trimble, Ky.]

So the House rejected all the Senate's

amendments, and returned the bill with a cor-

responding message.

The Senate took up the bill on the 24th, and
debated it till the 28th ; when, on a direct vote,

it was decided iiot to recede from the attach-

ment of Missouri to the Maine bill : Yeas 21
;

(19 from Free States and two from Delaware;,'
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Nays, 23 ; (20 from Slave States with Messrs.

Taylor of hid., Edwards and Thomas of 111.)

The Senate also voted not to recede from its

amendment prohibiting Slavery west of Mis-

souri, and north of 36° 30', north latitude.

(For receding, 9 from Slave States, with Messrs.

Noble and Taylor of Ind. : against it, 33—(22

from Slave States, 11 from Free States.) The
remaining amendments of the Senate were

then insisted on without division, and the

House notified accordingly.

The bill was now returned to the House,
which, on motion of Mr. John W. Taylor of

N. Y , voted to insist on its disagreement to all

but Sec. 9 of the Senate's amendments, by Yeas
97 to Nays 76: (all but a purely sectional vote :

Hugh Nelson of Ya. voting with the North
;

Baldwin of Pa., Bloomlield of N. J., and Shaw
of Mass., voting with the South).

Sec. 9, (the Senate's exclusion of Slavery

from the Territory north and west of Missouri)

was also rejected—Yeas 16U ; Nays, 14, (much
as before). The Senate thereupon (March 2nd)

passed the House's Missouri bill, striking out

the restriction of Slavery by Yeas 27 to Nays
1.5, and adding without a division the exclusion

of Slavery from the territory west and north of

Said State. Mr. Trimble again moved the ex-

clusion of Slavery from Arkansas also, but was
again voted down, Yeas, 12 ; Nays, SO.

The Senate now asked a conference, which
the House granted without a division. The
Committee of Conference was composed of

Messrs. Thomas of Illinois, Pinkney of Maryland,
and Barbour of Va. (all anti-restrictionists), on
the part of the Senate, and Messrs. Holmes of

Mass., Taylor of N. Y., Lowndes of S. C,
Parker of Mass., and Kinsey of N. J., on the

part of the House. (Such constitution of the

Committee of Conference was in effect a sur-

render of the Restriction on the part of the I

House.) John Holmes of Mass., from this Com-
mittee, in due time (March 2nd), reported that,

1. The Senate should give up the combina-
tion of Missouri in the same bill with Maine.

2.- The House should abandon the attempt
to restrict Slavery in Missouri.

3. Both Houses should agree to pass the

Senate's separate Missouri bill, with Mr.

Thomas's restriction or compromising proviso,

excluding Slavery from all Territory north and
west of Missouri.

The report having been read, the first and
most important question was put, viz:

Will the House concur with the Senate In so much of
the said amendmeuta as proposes to strike from the
fourth section of the (Missouri) bill the provision prohib-
iting Slavery or involuntary servitude, in the contem-
plated State, otherwise than in the iiunishment of
crimes ?

On which question the Yeas and Nays were
demanded, and were as follows :

Yeas—For giving up Restrictions on Mis-
souri :

Massachusetts.—Mark Langdon IliU, John Holmes,
Jonathan Mason, Henry Shaw—4.

RaoDK Island.—Samuel Eddy—1.

Connecticut.—Samuel A. Foot, James Stephens—2.

Nkw-Vokk —Henry Meigs, Henry K. Storrs—2.
Nkw-Jehsky—Joseph Bloomfield, Charles Kinsey, Ber-

iard Smith— .3.

Pennsylvania.—Henry Baldwin, David FuUerton—2.

Total from Free-States 14.

Dhlawarr.—Louis McLane—1.

Makyland.—Stephenson Archer, Thomas Bayly,
Thomas Culbreth, Joseph Kent, Peter Little, Raphael
Neale, Samuel Ringgold, Samuel Smith, Henry R. War-
field-9.

Virginia.—Mark Alexander, "William S. Archer, Philip

P. Barbour, William A. Burwell, John Floyd, Robert S.

Garnett, James Jolinson, James Jones, William McCoy,
Charles F. Mercer, Hugh Nelson, Thomas Nelson, Severn
E. Parker, Jas. Pindall, John Randolph, Ballard Smith,
Ale.vander Smyth, George F. Strotlier, Thomas Van
Sweariugen, George Tucker, John Tyler, Jared Williams
—22.
North Carolina.—Hutchins G. Burton, John Culpep-

per, William Davidson, Weldou N. Edwards, Charles
Fisher, Thomas H. Hall, Charles Hooks, Thomas Settle,

Jesse Slocumb, James S. Smith, Felix Walker, Lewis
Williams—12.

Sooth Carolina.—Josiah Brevard, Ellas Earle, James
Erwin, William Lowndes, James McCreary, James Over-
street, Charles Pinckney, Eldred Simkins, Sterling

Tucker—9.

Georgia.—Joel A. Abbot, Thomas W. Cobb, Joel
Crawford, John A. Cuthbert, Robert R. Reid, William
Terrill—C.

Alabama.—John Crowell—1.

Mississippi.—John Rankin— 1.

Louisiana.—Thomas Butler—1.

Kentucky—Richard C. Anderson, jr., William Brown,
Benjamin Hardin, Alney McLean, Thomas Metcalf, Tun-
stall Quarles, Geo. Robertson, David Tiimble—S.

Tennkssek.—Robert Allen, Henry H. Bryan, Newton
Cannon, John Cocke, Francis Jones, John Rhea—5.

Total Yeas from Slave States, 76 ; in all 90.

Nats—Against giving up the Hestriction on
Slavery in Missouri :

New-Hampshire.—Joseph Buffum, jr., Josiah Butler,

Clifton Clagett, Arthur Livermore, William Plumer, jr.,

Nathaniel Upham— 6.

Massachusetts (including Maine).—Benjamin Adams,
Samuel C. Allen, Joshua Cushman, Edward Dowse, Wal-
ter Folger, jr., Timothy Fuller, Jonas Kendall, Martin
Kinsley, Sanuiel Lathrop, Enoch Lincoln, Marcus Mor-
ton, Jeremiaii Nelson, James Parker, Zabdiel Sampson,
Nathaniel Silsbee, Ezekiel Whitman—10.

Rhode Island.—Nathaniel Hazard—1.

Connecticut.—Jonathan O. Moseley, Elisha Phelps,

John Russ, Gideon Tomlinson—4.

Vermont.—Samuel C. Crafts, Rollin C. Mallary, Ezra
Meech, Chai'les Rich, Mark Richards, William Strong—6.

New-York.—Nathaniel Allen, Caleb Baker, Robert
Clark, Jacob H. De Witt, John D. Dickinson, John Fay,
William D. Ford, Ezra C. Gross, James Guyon, jr.,

Aaron Hackley, jr., George Hall, Joseph S. Lyman,
Robert Monell, Nathaniel Pitcher, Jonathan Richmond,
Randall S. Street, James Strong, John W. Taylor, Albert
H. Tracy, Solomon Van Rensselear, Peter H. Wendover,
Silas Wood—22.

New-Jekssy.—Ephraim Bateman, John Linn, Henry
Southard—3.

Pennsylvania.—Andrew Boden, William Darlington,

George Dennison, Samuel Edwards, Thomas Forrest,

Samuel Gross, Joseph Hemphill, Jacob Hibschman,
Joseph Heister, Jacob Ilostetter, William P. Maclay,
David Marchand, Robert Moore, Samuel Moore, John
Murray, Thomas Patterson, Robert Philson, Thomas J.

Rogers, John Sergeant, Christian Tarr, James M. Wal-
lace—21.

Ohio.—Philemon Beecher, Henry Brush, John W.
Campbell, Samuel Herrick, Thomas R. Ross, John Sloane
-6.
Indiana.—William Hendricks—1.

Illinois.—Daniel P. Cook—1.

Total, Nays, 87—all from Free States.

(The members apparently absent on this im-

portant division, were Henry W. Edwards of

Conn., Walter Case and Honorius Peck of N. Y.

and John Conditof N. J., from tlie Free States;

with Lemuel Sawyer of N. C, and David
Walker of Ky., from the Slave States. Mr.
Clay of Ky., being Speaker, did not vote.)

This defeat broke the back of the Northern
resistance to receiving Missouri as a Slave

State.

Mr. Taylor, of N. Y., now moved an amend-
ment, intended to include Arkansas Territory
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nndpr the proposed Inhibition of Slavery west

of Missouri ; but this motion was cut oft" by the

Previous Question, (wliich then cut oflf amend-

ments more rigorously, according to the rules

of the House, than it now docs), and the House
proceeded to concur with the Senate in inserting

the exclusion of Slavery from the territory

west and north of Missouri, instead of that just

stricken out by, 13-t Yeas to 4'2 Nays, (the Nays
being from the South). So the bill was /)«.s-.srfZ

in the form indicated above ; and the bill ad-

mitting Maine as a State, (relieved, by a confer-

ence, from the Missouri rider,) passed both

Houses without a divison, on the following day.

Such was the virtual termination of the strug-

gle for the restriction of Slavery in Missouri,

which was beaten by the plan of proSering in-

stead an exclusion of Slavery from all the then

federal territory west and north of that State.

It is unquestionable that, without this compromise
or equivalent, the Northern votes, which passed

the bill, could not have been obtained for it.

THE THIRD MISSOURI STRUGGLE.

Though the acceptance of Missouri as a

State, with a Slave Constitution, was forever

settled by the votes just recorded, a new excite-

ment sprang up on her presenting herself to

Congress (Nov. 16, 1S20),) with a State Consti-

tution, framed on the 19th of July, containing

tiie following resolutions

:

The General Assembly shall have no power to pass
laws, First, for the emancipation of slaves without the
consent of tlieir owners, or without paying them, before
such emancipation, a full equivalent for such slaves so
emancipated; and, Second, to prevent bona Jide emi-
ttrants to tliis State, or actual settlers therein, from
bringing from any of tlie United i-tates, or from any of
their Territories, such persons as may there be deemed to

be slaves, so long as any persons of the same description
are allowed to be held as slaves by tlie laws of this State.

. . . It shall be tlieir duty, as soon as may be, to
pass such laws as may be necessary.

First, to prevent free negroes and mulattoes from
coming to, and settling in, this State, under any pretext
whatever.

The North, still smarting under a sense of its

defeat on the question of excluding Slavery from
Missouri, regarded this as needlessly defiant,

insulting, and inhuman, and the section last

quoted as palpably in violation of that clause

of the Federal Constitution which gives to the
citizens of each State (which blacks are, in

several Free States), the rights of citizens in

every State. A determined resistance to any
such exclusion was manifested, and a portion

of the Northern Members evinced a disposition

to renew the struggle against the further intro-

duction of slaves into Missouri. At the first

effort to carry her admission, the House voted
it down—Yeas, 79; Nays, 93. A second at-

tempt to admit her, on condition that she would
expunge the obno.xious clause (last quoted) of

her Constitution, was voted down still more de-

cisively—Yeas, 6 ; Nays 146.

The House now rested, until a joint resolve,

admitting her with but a vague and ineffective

qualification, came down from the Senate, where
it was passed by a vote of 26 to 18—six Sena-
tors from Free States in the affirmative. Mr.
Clay, who had resigned in the recess, and been
Bucceeded, as Speaker, by John \V. Taylor, of

New-York, now appeared as the leader of the

Missouri admissionists, and proposed terms of

compromise, which Were twice voted down by
the Northern members, aided by John Randolph
and three others from the South, who would
have Missouri admitted without condition or

qualification. At last, Mr. Clay pro[)Osed a Joint
Committee on this subject, to be cliosen by bal-

lot—which the House agreed to by lul to 55;
and Mr. Clay became its Chairman. By this

Committee, it was agreed that a solemn pledge
should be required of the Legislature of Mis-
souri that the Constitution of that State should
not be construed to authorize the passage of
any Act, and that no Act should be passed,

"by which any of the citizens of either of the
States should be excluded from the enjoyment
of the privileges and immunities to which they
are entitled under the Constitution of the United
States." The Joint Resolution, amended by
the addition of this proviso, passed the House
by 86 Yeas to 82 Nays ; the Senate concurred
(Feb. 27th, 1821,) by 26 Yeas to 15 Nays—(all

Northern but Macon, of N. C); Missouri com-
plied with the condition, and became an ac-

dbpted member of the Union. Thus closed the

last stage of the fierce Missouri Controversy,
which for a time seemed to threaten— as so many
other controversies have harmlessly threatened
—the existence of the Union.

EXTENSION OF MISSOURI.

The State of Missouri, as originally organized,

was bounded on the west by a line already

specified, which excluded a triangle west of

said line, and between it and the Missouri,

which was found, in time, to be exceedingly
fertile and desirable. It was free soil by the

terms of the Missouri compact, and was also

covered by Indian reservations; not to be

removed without a concurrence of two-thirds

of the Senate. Messrs. Benton and Linn, Sena-

tors from Missouri, undertook the difficult task

of engineering through Congress a bill includ-

ing this triangle (large enough to form seven

Counties) within the State of Missouri; which
they effected, at the long session of 1835-6, so

quietly as hardly to attract attention. The bill

was first sent to the Senate's Committee on the

Judiciary, where a favorable report was pro-

cared from Mr. John M. Clayton, of Delaware,

its Chairman ; and then it was floated through
both Houses without encountering the perils of

a division. The requisite Indian treaties were
likewise carried through the Senate ; so Missouri

became possessed of a large and desirable

accession of territory, which has since become
one of her most populous and wealthy sections,

devoted to the growing of hemp, tobacco, etc.,

and cultivated by slaves. This is tjie most pro-

i
Slavery section of the State, in which was-

originated, and was principally sustained, that

series of inroads into Kansas, corruptions of

her ballot-bo.xes, and outrages upon her people,,

which earned for their authors the appellation,

of Border Rujfians.

i THE ANNEXATION OF TEXAS.

The name of Texas was originally applied to

a Spanish possession or province, lying betweea
the Mississippi and the Rio Grande del Norte,

but not extending to either of these great rivers.

It was an appendage of the Viceroyalty of
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Mexico, but had very few ci%'ilized iiiliiiliituiits

do'vn to the time of the separation of Mexico
from Spain. On two or tluee occiisions, bands
of French adventurers had landed on its coast,

or entered it from tlie adjoining French colony

of Louisiana; but they had uiiilornily been
treated as intruders, and either destroyed or

made prisoners by tlie Spanish military authori-

ties. No line had ever been drawn between
the two colonies; but the traditional line be-

tween them, south of the Red lliver, ran some-
what within the limits of the present State of
Louisiana.

When Louisiana was transferred by France to

the United States, without specification of
ooundaries, collisions of claims on this frontier

was apprehended. General Wilkinson, com-
manding the United States troops, moved gra-

dually to the west ; the Spanish commandant in

Texas likewise drew toward the frontier, until

they stood opposite each other across what was
ilien tacitly settled as the boundary between the

the two countries. This was never afterward
disregarded.

In 1819, Spain and the L^nited States seemed
on the verge of war. General Jackson had
twice invaded Florida, on the assumption of
complicity on the part of her rulers and people
— first with our British, then with our savage
enemies—and had finally overrun, and, in effect,

.annexed it to the Union. Spain, on the other
hand, had preyed upon our commerce during
the long wars in Europe, and honestly owed our
merchants large sums for unjustifiable seizures
and spoliations. A negotiation for the settle-

ment of these differences was carried on at

\\'Ksliington, between John Quincy Adams, Mr.
Monroe's Secretary of State, and Don Onis, the
Spanish embassador, in the course of which Mr.
Adams set up a claim, on the part of this

country, to Texas as a natural geographical
appendage not of Mexico, but of Louisiana.
This claim, however, he eventually waived and
relinquished, in consideration of a cession of
Florida by Spain to this country—our govern-
ment agreeing, on its part, to pay the claims of
•our merchants for spoliations. Texas remained,
therefore, what it always had been— a depart-
ment or province of Mexico, with a formal
quit-claim thereto on the part of the United
States.

The natural advantages of this region in

time attracted the attention of American adven-
turers, and a small colony of Yankees was set-

tled thereon, about lS19-2(i, by Moses Austin,
of Connecticut. Other settlements followed.
Originally, grants of land in Texas were prayed
for, and obtained of the Mexican Government,
on the assumption that the petitioners were
Roman Catholic^ persecuted in the United
States because of their religion, and anxious to

Mnd a refuge in some Catholic country. Thus
all the early emigrants to Texas went pro-
fessedly as Catholics, no other religion being
loleraicJ.

Slavery was abolished by Mexico soon after
the consummation of her independence, when
very few slaves were, or ever had been, in Texas.
But, about l,s:;4, some ye:.irs after this event, a
quiet, but veTy gcneriil, and evidently con-
•cerled, emigration, mainly from Tennessee and

;
other southwestern Slates, began to concentrate

i itfelf in Texas. The emigrants carried rifles

;

j
many of them were accompanied by slaves;

I

and it was well understood tliat they did not

I

intend to become Mexicans, much less to relin-

quish tlieir slaves. When Gen Sam. Houston
left Arkansas for Texas, in 18;)4-o, the Little

Rock Journal, which announced his exodus and
destination, significantly added: " We shall,

doublloiK, hear of kin raising his fag thert

shortli/." That was a foregone conclusion.

Of course, the new settlers in Te.xas did not
lack pretexts or provocations for such a step.

Mexico was then much as she is now, mis-

governed, turbulent, anarchical, and despotic.

The overthrow of her Federal Constitution by
Santa Anna was one reason assigned for the

rebellion against her authority which broke out
in Texas. In ISHo, her independence was
declared ; in 1836, at the decisive battle of San
Jacinto, it was, by the rout and capture of the

Mexican dictator, secured. This triumph was
won by emigrants from this country almost
exclusively ; scarcely half a dozen of the old

Mexican inhabitants participating in the revolu-

tion. Santa Anna, while a prisoner, under
restraint and apprehension, agreed to a peace
on the basis of the independence of Texas—

a

covenant which he had no power, and probably
no desire, to give efi'ect to when restored to

liberty. The Texans, pursuing their advantage,
twice or thrice penetrated other Mexican pro-

vinces—Tamaulipas, Coahuila, etc.,—and waved
their Lone-Star flag in defiance on the banks
of the Rio Grande del Norte ; which position,

however, they were always compelled soon to

abandon—once with severe loss. Their govern-
ment, neverthele.-s, in reiterating their declara-

tion of independence, claimed the Rio Giande as

their western boundary, from its source to its

mouth, including a large share of Tamaulipas,

Coahuila. Burango, and by far the more impor-
tant and populous portion of New Mexico. And
it was with this claim, expressly set forth in the

treaty, that Fresiaent Tyler and his responsible

advisers negotiated the first official project of
annexation, which was submitted to the Senate,

during the session of 1843-4, and rejected by a

very decisive vote : only fifteen (mainly South-
ern) senators voting to confirm it. Col. Benton,

and others, urged this aggressive claim of
boundary, as affording abundant reason for the

rejection of this treaty; but it is not known
that the Slavery aspect of the case attracted

especial attention in the Senate. The measure,
however, had already been publicly eulogized

by Gen. James Hamilton, of S. C, as cal-

culated to "give a Gibraltar to the South," and
hud, on that ground, secured a very general

and ardent popularity throughout the South-

West. And, more than a year previously, seve-

ral northern members of Congress had united in

the following

:

XO THE PEOPLE OP THE FREE STATES OF THE
UNION.

We, the undersigned, in closing our duties to our con-
stituents and out- country as members of the '27th Con-
gress, ffel bound to call your attention, very briefly, to

the jiroject, long entertained by a portion of the people
i.f these United States, still pertinaciously adhered to,

and intended soon to be consummated: thk annkxatihN
OF Tjix.is ro THIS IJ.Mo.N. In the press of business inci-
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ient to the last days of a session of Congress, we have
|

uot time, did we deem it necessary, to enter upon a
•letailed statement of the reasons which force upon our
minds the conviction tliat this project is by no fiieatDi

aba/idont'd : that a large portion of the country, inter-

ested in tlie continuance of Domestic Slavery and the

Slave-trade in these United States, have solemnly and
unalterably determined thai it t^/ia/l be iipeedUij car-
ried into iceectitioii ; and that, bj- this admission of new
Slave Territory and Slave States, t.'ie umtiie asceiul-

etwy of the Hhire-liolding pimer -in the Government
thall be secured and riveted beyond all redernp-
Hon ! !

That it was with these views and intentions that set-

tlements were etl'ected in the province, by citizens of the
United States, ditliculties fomented with the Mexican
Government, a revolt brought about, and an Indepen-
dent Government declared, cannot note ndmit of a
ioubt ; and that, hitherto, all attempts of Mexico to re-

duce her revolted province to obedience have proved
onsuccessful, is to be attributed to the unlawful aid and
assistance of designing and interested individuals in the
United States, and the direct and indirect cooperation
of our own Gorernment, icith similar vieics, is not the
less certain and demonstrable.
The open and repeated enlistment of troops in several

Jtates of this Un'on, in aid of the Texan Kevolution ; the
intrusion of an American .Army, by order of the Presi-

tlent, far into the territory of the Mexican Government,
«t a moment critical for the fate of the insurgents, under
pretense of preventing Mexican soldiers from fomenting
Indian disturbances, but in reality in aid of, and acting
in singular concert and coincidence with, the army of the
Revolutionists ; the entire neglect of our Government to

adopt any efficient measures to prevent the most un-
warrantable aggressions of bodies of our own citizens,

enlisted, organized and oQicered w.thin our own borders,
and marched in arms and battle array upon the terri-

tory, and against the inhabitants of a friendly govern-
luent, in aid of freebooters and insurgents, and the pre-

mature recognition of the Independence of Te.xas, by a
tnap vote, at the heel of a session of Congress, and that,

too, at the very session when President Jackson had, by
tpecial Message, insisted that "the measure would
he contrary to the policy invariably observed by the
United States in all similar cases;" would be marked
iv;th great injustice to Jlexico, and peculiarly liable to

the darkest susp.cions, inaatnuvh us the Tex^ma icere

almost all etnigi ants from the L'nited Utates, and
eOUGUT TliK RECUGNITIOS OF THEIR INDEPEXDKKCIi WITH THK
AVOWED PURPOSE OP OBTAINMXG THEIR ANNEXATION TO THE
UsiTiiii States. These occurrences are too well known
and too fresh in the memory of all, to need more
than a passing notxe. These have become matters
of history. For further evidence upon all these and
other important points, we refer to the memorable
speech of John Quincy Adams, delivered in the House of
Representatives during the morning hour in June and
July, ISiS, and to his address to his constituents, de-
livered at Braintree, 17th September, 1S42.

The open avowal of the Texans themselves—the fre-

quent and anxious negotiations of our own Government
—the resolutions of vaiious States of the Union — the
njimerous declarations of members of Congress—the
tone of the Southern press—as well as the direct applica-

tion of the Texan Government, make U impossible for
any man to doubt, that annexation, and the formation
of several new Slaveholding States, were originally the
policy and design of the Slaveholding States and the
Executive of the Nation.
The same reference will show, very conclusively, that

the particular objects ol this new acquisition of Slave
Territory were the perpetuation of Slaveky and the
CONTINUhD ASCENDENCY OF THE SLAVE POWEI-R.

The following extracts from a Report on that subject,

adopted by the Legislature of Mississippi, from a mass
of similar evidence which might be adduced, will show
tcith whut views the annexation was then urged

:

" But we hasten to suggest the importance of the annexation
of Texas to this Kepuljlic upon grounds somewhat local iu
th-ir complexion, but of an import iulinitely grave and inler-
esiins lo the people who inhabit the Southern portiua of this

Confederacy, where it is known ihat a species of domesiic
Slavery is tolerated and protecti'd by law, whose existence is

prohibited by the legal regulalious of oiher States of this Con-
federacy ; which system of Slavery is held by all, who are
famiharly acquainted wiih its praciical ell'eets, to be of highly
beiifjirial infiuence to the country xcUliin uhme limits it is per-
miUed to exii<t,

" The Committee feel authorized to say that this system is

cherished by our consiiluents as the very palladium of their
prosjKiity and happiness, and whatever ignorant fanatics may
elsewhere conjecture, the tJommittee are fully assured, upon
th •, most diligent observation and reflection on the suliject, thai

t/x Sooth does notpoeaets within her liiniis a biesein</ utt/i irhith

the affect inns nf her penplr are so closely entirincd and so com-
pletely enjihredl and whose value is more highly apprsciated,
tliau that whicli we are now considering.

" It may not be Improper here to n mark th.il, during the
list sessiuu of Congress, when a Senator Inun Mississippi pro-
posed the acknowledgment of Texan inilepeii'leuce, it was
louiid, with a few e.xuepiiuiis, the nuNdjiiii of Ihat body tccre

ready to taLe ground upon it, us upon the euljcct of iilavery
itself.

" With all these fixcts before us, we do not hesitate in be-
lieving ihat these f. eliiiKs lulhieiieed the Xew Kngland Sena-
tors, but one voting in favor of ilic mea.'-iire ; iiiid, indeed, Mr.
Webster had be,-u bold eiioii;:h, in a piitdie spe.ch recently
delivered in Xew-York, to in.iny ihoiisand citizens, to declare
that the reason that inlluenced his opposition was his abhor-
rence of Slavery in the South, and that it might, in the event of
its recognition, become a sl^iveholding State. He also spoke
of the eil'oris making in favor of Abolaion ; and that, being pre-
dicated upon and aided by the powerful inlluence of religious
feelitig. it would become irresistible and overwhelming.
" i bis language, coming from so distinguished an individual

as Mr. Webster, so familiMr with the feeUngs of the North and
entertaining so high a respect for public seniimeul in New
i-.iigland, speaks so plainly the voice of the North as uot to bo
mtstniders.ood.

' We sincerely hope lliere Is enough good sense and genuine
love of coimtry among our fellowcountrymenof the Northern
Mates, (o secure us Jlnal justice on this suljerl ; yet we cannot
consider it safe or e.\pedient for the people of the Soudi to en-
tirely disregard the etloris of the fanatics, and the opniious of
such" men as Webster, and olliers who coimtenauce such dan-
gerous doctrines.
' The Northern Stales hare no interests of their oun which

require any special safeguards fcir their defense, save only
their domestic manufactures ; and God knows they have
already received proleelion from Government on a most
liberal scale ; nnder which encouragement they have im-
proved and nourished beyond example. The 6uuth has rtry
peculiar interests to preseree ; interests ah-eady violently as-

sailed and bol ily threatened.
" I'rniT ComniiK'C are fnlli/ persuadeel Ihat this protertionto

her best interests n i'l /.« nffoi tied by the annejatimt oj 2V-j(M ;

an equipoise of injiueyiie In the halls of Omgiess uilt be secuied,

uhich u illfurnish us a pe, ntanent guaranty <fpi otection."

The speech of Mr. Adams, exposing the whole system
of duplicity and perfidy toward Me.xico, had inaikcd the
conduct of our Government; and the emphatic expressions
of opposition which began to come up from all i)arties in

the Free States, however, for a time, nearly silenced the
clamors of the South for annexation, and the people of

the North have been lulled into the belief that the pio-

ject is pearly, if not wholly abandoned, and that, at

least, there is now no serious danger of its consumniu.-

tion.

Believing this to be a. false and d'ingeroufi secvrity ;

that the project has never been abandoned a moment,
by its oiiginators and abettors, but that it has been da-

ferred for a more favorable moment for its accomplish
ment, we refer to a few evidences of more recent de-

velopment upon which this opinion is founded.
The last Election of Presitlent of the Republic of Texas,

is understood to have turned, mainly, upon tlie question

of annexation or no anntxatiou, and the candidate
favorable to that measure was successful by an over-

whelming majority. The sovereign States of Alabama,
Tennessee, and Mississippi, have recently adopted Reso-
lutions, some, if not all uf them. %inanimously, in favor
of annexation, and forwarded theiu to Congress.

The Hon. Henry A. Wise, a member of Congress from
the District in which our present Chief Magistrate resided

when' elected Vice-President, and who is understood to

be more intimately acquainted with the views and de-

signs of the present administration than any other mem-
ber of Cong.ess, most distinctly avowed his desire foi,

and expectation of annexation, at the last session of

Congress. Among other things, he said, in a speech
delivered January 26, 1842:
" True, if Iowa be added on the one side, Florida will be

.added on the O' her. But there the equ.auou must stop. Let
one more Northern Slate be admitted, and the equilibrium is

gone—gone forever. The Udunee <>/ inlet ests is gone—the safe-

guard oi American property—of the American Constitution—
of the American Cnion, vanished into tldu air. This must lia

the inevita'Ae result, unless by a treaty trith 3Iej:ico, THE South
CAN ADD MORE WEIGHT TO HF.K END OF THE LEVER? Let the

&tuth sl'ipat the SaLine, (ihe eastern boundary of Texas.) while
the North may spread unchecked beyond Ihe Kocky Moun-
jiins AND THE Southern scale must kick tub beam."

Finding difficulties, perhaps, in the way of a ceswon by-

Treaty, in another speech delivered in April, 1S42, on a
motion made by Mr. Linn, of New-York, to strike out the

salary of the .Minister to Mexico, on the ground that the

design of the Executive, in making the appointment,
was to accomplish the annexation of Texas, Mr. Wise
said, " he earnestly hoped :ind trusted that the President

was as desirous (of annexation) as he was represented to

be. We may well suppose the President to be in favor of
it, as every wise statesman must be who is not governed
by fanttliclsm, or local si-otioual prejudices."
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He said of Texas, tliat

—

' While she was, as a Slate, weak and almost powerless in

resisting invasion, she was herself iiTesisUble as an invading

and a conquering power. She had but a sparse pop nlvtion,

and neither men nor money of her own, to raise and equip an

army for her own defense ; but let her once raise the Hag of

foreign conquest—let her once proclaim a crusade against the

rich States to the south of her—and in a moment volunteers

would flock to her standard in crowds, /ro7n. alt tlie Stattx in the

great valley of the Jliisissippi—men of enterprise and valor, be-

fore whom no Mexican troops could stand for an hour. They
would leave tlieir own towns, arm themselves, and travel on
their own cost, and would come up in thousands, to plant the

lone star of the Texan banner on the Mexican capilol. They
would drive Santa Anna to the South, and in boundless wealth

of captured towns, and rilled churches, and a lazy, vicious,

and luxurious priesthood, would soon enable Texas, to pay her

soldiery, and redeem her State debt, and push her victorious

arms to the very shores of the Pacific. And would not all

this extend the bounds of Slavery ? Yes, the result would be,

that, before another quarter of a century, the extension of

Slavery would not stop short of tlie Western Ocean. We luxd

but two alternatites he/ore ux ; either to receive Texas inio our

fraternity of States, and th us nuike. her our own, or to leave her to

conquer Mexico, and become our most dangerous and formidable

rival. , „" To talk of restraining the people of the great ^ alley from
emigrating to join her armies, was all in vain ; and it w^as

equally vain to calculate on their defeat by any Mexican
forces, aided by England or not. They had gone once already ;

it was they that conquered Santa Anna at San Jacinto; and
three-fourths of them, after winning that glorious field, had
peaceably returned to their homes. But once set before them
the conquest of the rich Mexican provinces, and you might as

well attempt to stop the wind. Tliis Government might send
its troops to the frontier, to turn them back, and they would
run over them like a herd of bult'alo.

'• Nothing could keep these booted loafers from rushing

on, till tliey kicked tlie Spanish priests out of Uie temples they

profaned."
Mr. Wise proceeded to insist that a majority of the people of

the United States were in favor of tlie annexation ;
at all

events, he would ri.sk it with the Democracy of the North.
" Sir." said Mr. Wise, " it is not only the duty of the Govern-

ment to demand the liquidation of our claims, and the libera-

tion of our citizens, but to go further, and demand the nou-

invasiuLi of Texas. Shall we sit still while the standard of in-

surrection is raised on our borders, and let a horde of slaves,

aiid In/lians and Mexicans roH up to the tioundafy line ofArlian-
(xvf and Louisiana? No. It is our duly at once to say to

Mexico, ' // »^i« strike Texas, you stril.e vs ,•' and if England,
standing bv, should dare to intermeddle, and ask, ' Do you
takepai-t ic'ilh Texas?' his prompt answer should be, ' Yes, and
against you.'
"Such, he would let gentlemen know, was the spirit of the whole

piople ofthegreai valley of tlie We.'.t."

Several other members of Congress, in the same debate,

e.xpressed similar views and desires, and they are still

more frequently expressed in conversation.

The Hon. Thomas W. Gilmer, a member of Congi'ess

from Virginia, and formerly a Governor of th.at State,

numbered as one of the " Guard," and of course under-

Btood to be in the counsels of the Cabinet, in a letter

bearing date the 10th day of .January last, originally de-

signed as a private and confidential letter to a friend,

gives it as his deliberate opinion, after much examination

and reflection, that Tex.^s will be annexed to the
Union ; and he enters into a specious argument, and pre-

sents a variety of reasons in favor of the measure. He
says, among other things :

" Having acquired Louisiana and Florida, we have an in-

terest and a frontier on the Gulf of Mexico, and along our in-

terior to the Pacific, which will not permit us to close our eyes,

or fold our arms, with indill'erence to the events which a few
years may disclose in that quarter. We have already had one
question of boundary with Texas ; other questions must soon
arise, under our revenue laws, and on other points of neces-

sary intercourse, which it will be difllcult to adjust. The insti-

tutions of Texas, and her relations with other governments, are

yet in that condition which inclines her people (who are our own
countrymen,) to unite their denliyiies with ours. This most be
DONE SOON, OR NOT AT ALL. There are numerous trpies of In-

dims along Itoth frontiers, uhirh can easily become the cause or

the in-Hrunient of border irars."

None can be go blind now, as not to know that the real

design and object of the South is, to "add nbw weight
TO UKR END OP THE LEVER." It was upon that ground
that Mr. Webster placed his opposition, in his speech on
that subject in New-York, in March, 183T. In that speech,

after stating that he saw insurmountable objections to

tlie annexation of Texas, that the purchase of Louisiana

and Florida furnished no precedent for it, that the cases

were not parallel, and that no such policy or necessity

as led to that, required the annexation of Texas, he said :

•• Gentlemen, we all see, that by whomsoever possessed,

Texas is likely to be a slaveholding country ; and I frankly
avow my entire unwillingness to do anything which siiall

extend the Slavery of the African race on this continent, or add
other slaveholding States' to the Union. Wtien I say that I

regard Slavery as in itself a great moral, social, and political

evil, X only use language which has bei-n adopted by distin-

guished men, themselves citizens of Slaveholding States. I

shall do nothing, therefore, to favor or encourage its further
exteoaion."

In conclusion he said

:

" I see, therefore, no political necessity for the annexation
of Texas to the Union ; no advantages to be derived from it

,

and objections to it of a strong, and, in my judgment, decisive
character.

" I believe it to be for the interest and happine.'^s of the
whole Union, to remain as it is, without diminution and wi hunt
addition."

To prevent the success of this nefarious project— to

preserve from such gross violation the Constitution of our
country, adopted expressly " to /secure the blef<sings of
liberty," a,ni not the perpetuation of Slavery—and to

prevent the speedy and violent dissolution of the Uniosi

—we invite you to unite, without distinction of party, iu

an immediate expression of your views on this subject,

in such manner as you may deem best calculated t«

answer the end proposed.

John QutNcr Adams,
Seth M. Gates,
William Slade,
William B. Calhoun,
JOSBDA R. GlDDISGS,
Sherlock J. Andrews,

Nathaniel B. Borden,
Thomas C. Chittenden,
John Mattocks,
Chhistophek Morgan,
Joshda M. Howard,
Victory Birdseye,

UiLAND Hall.

Washington, March Srd, 184.3.

[Note.—The above address was drawn up by Hon. Seth M.

Gates, of New-York, at the suggestion of John Quincy Adams,

and sent to members of Congress at their residences, aftei

the close of the session, for their signatures. Many more than

the above approved heartily of its positions and objects,

and would have signed it, but for its premature publica-

tion, through mistake. Mr. Wlnthrop, of Mass., was one of

these, with Gov. Briggs, of course ; Mr. Fillmore declined

signing it.]

The letters of Messrs. Clay and Van Buren,
taking ground against anneiation, without the

consent of Mexico, as an act of bad faith and
aggression, which would necessarily result in

war, which appeared in the spring of 1844,

make slight allusions, if any, to the Slavery

aspect of the case. In a later letter, Mr. Clay

declared that he did not oppose annexation on
account of Slavery, which he regarded as a

temporary institution, which, therefore, ought
not to stand in the way of a permanent acquisi-

tion. Anil, though Mr. Clay's last letter on the

subject, prior to the election of 1844, reiterated

and emphasized all his objections to annexation

under the existing circumstances, he did not in-

clude the existence of Slavery.

The defeat of Mr. Van Buren, at the Balti-

more Nominating Convention—Mr. Polk being

selected in his stead, by a body which had been
supposed pledged to renominate the ex-Presi-

dent—excited considerable feeling, especially

among the Democrats of New-York. A number
of their leaders united in a letter, termed the

"Secret Circular," advising their brethren,

while they supported I'olk and Dallas, to be
careful to vote for candidates for Congress who
wovild set their faces as a flint against annexa-

tion, which was signed by

George P. Barkeb, David Dddlet Field,

William C. Bryant, Theodore Sedgwick,
J. W. Edmonds, Thomas W. Tucker,

Isaac Towivsend.

Silas Wright, then a Senator of the United

States, ami who, as such, had opposed the

Tyler Treaty of Annexation, Avas now rua

for Governor, as the only man who could carry

the State of New-York for Polk and Dalhis. la

a democratic speech at Skaneateles, N. Y., Mr.

Wright had recently declared that he could

never consent to Annexation on any terina

which would give Slavery an advantage over

Freedom. This sentiment was reiterated and
amplified in a great Convention of the Demo-
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cracy, which met at Herkimer, in the autumn of

vhis year.

The contest proceeded with great earnestness

throughout the Free States, the supporters of

Polk and of Birney (the AboHtiou candidate

for President), fully agreeing in the assertion

that Mr. Clay's position was equally favorable to

Annexation with Mr. Polk's. Mr. Birney in a

letter published on the eve of the Election, de-

clared that he regarded Mr. Clay's election as

more favorable to Annexation than Mr. Polk's,

because, while equally inclined to fortify and

extend Slavery, he possessed more ability to

influence Congress in its favor.

Before this time, but as yet withheld from,

and unknown to, the public, Sir. Calhoun, now
President Tyler's Secretary of State, and an

early and powerful advocate of Annexation, had

addressed to Hon. ^Vnl. K. King, our Embassa-
dor at Paris, ;in olHcial dispatch from which we
make the following extracts:

MR. CALHOUN' TO MK. KING.

Dkpartmkxt of State, (

Washin/jU»i, August 12, 1S44. f

Sir—I have laid your dispatch. No. 1, before the

Piesident, wlio instiucts me to make known to you that

he has read it with much pleasure, especially the portion

which relates to your cordial reception by the King, and
his assurance of friendly feelings toward the United
States. The President, iu paiticular, highly appreciates

the declaration of the King, that in no event, wouhl any
steps be taken by his government in tlie slightest degree
hostile, or which would give to the UnitedStaies just cause

of complaint. It was the more gratifying from the fact,

that our previous information was calculated to make
the impression that the government of France was pre-

pared to unite with Great Uitain in a joint protest

against the annexation of Texas, and a joint etfort to

induce her tioveinment to withdraw tlie proposition to

annex, on condition that Mexico should be made to

acknowledge her independence, lie is happy to infer

from your dispatch that the information, so far as it

relates to France, is in all probability without founda-
tion. You did not go further than you ought, in assur-

ing the King that the object of Annexation wouldbe
pursued with unabated vigor, and in giving your opinion

that a. decided majority of the American people were in

its favor, and that it would certainly be annexed at no
distant day. I feel confident that your anticipation will

be fully realized at no distant period.
Every day will tend to weaken that combination of

political causes which led to the opposition of the

measure, and to strengthen the conviction that it was
not only expedient, but just and necessary.

But to descend to particulars : it is certain that

while England, like France, desiies the independence of

Texas, with the view to commercial conneclions, it is not

less so that one of the leading motives of England for

desiring it, is the hope that, through her diplomacy and
influence, Negro Slavery may be abolisiied there, and
ultimately, by consequence, in the United States and
throughout tlie whole of this continent. That its ultimate

abolition throughout the entire continent is an object

ardently desired by her, we have decisive proofs in the

declaration of the Earl of Aberdeen, delivered to this

Department, and of which you will find a copy among
the documents transmitted to Congress with the Texan
treaty. That she desires its abolition in Texas, and has
used her influence and diplomacy to effect it '.here, the

same document, with the correspondence of this Depart-

ment with Mr. Packenham, also to be found among the

documents, furnishes proof not less conclusive. That
one of the objects of abolishing it there is to facilitate

its abolition in the United Ltates, and throughout the

continent, is manifest from the declaration of the Aboli-

tion party and societies both iu this country and in Eng-
land. In fact, there is good reason to believe that the

scheme of aboUshing it in Texas, with a view to its abo-

lition in the United States, and over the continent, origi-

nated with the prominent members of the party in the

United States ; and was first broached by them in the

(so called) World's Convention, held in London in the

year 1S40, and through its agency brought to the notice

ef the British Government.
Now, I hold, not only that France can have no interest

in the consummation of this grand scheme, which Eng-

land hopes to accomplish through Texas, if she can
defeat the Annexation, but that her interests, and tho-.e

of all the Continental powers of Europe are directly and
deeply opposed to it.

The election of Jaun'S K. Polk as President,

and George M..Dall;is as Vice-President, (Nov.

1S44) having virtually settled, affirmatively, th>»

question of tinnexing Texas, the XXVlllih
Congress commenced its second session iit

Washington, on the 2d of December, 1844—Mr.

John Tyler being still acting President up to

the end of the Congress, March 4th followinir.

Dec. 19.—Mr. John B. Weller, (then menil.' r

from Ohio) by leave, introduced a joint reso:u-

tion, Xo. 51, providing for the annexation of

Texas to the United States, which he moved to

the Committee of the U h()le.

Mr. E. S. Hamlin, of Ohio, moved a reference

of said resolve to a Committee of one Irom each

State, with instructions to report

AVhether the annexation of Texas would not extend

and perpetuate Slavery in the Slave States, and also, the

internal Slave-tra<le ; and whether the United State.s

Government has any Constitutional power over Slavery

in the States, either to perpetuate it there, or to do it

away.

The question on commitment was insisted

upon, and first taken—Yeas, 109 (Democrats)

;

Nays, 61 (Whigs); whereupon it was held that

Mr. Hamlin's amendment was defeated, and the

original proposition alone committed.

Januanj UHh, 1845.—Mr. John P. Hale, of

Xew-Hanipshire, (then a Democratic Represen-

tative, now a Republican Senator) proposed the

following as an amendment to any act or resolve

contemplating the annexation of Texas to this

Union :

Provided, That immediately after the question i-f

boundary between the United States of America ai^il

Mexico "shall have been definitively settled by the t»o

Governments, and before any State formed out of tlie

Territory of Texas shall be admitted into the Union, the

said Territory of Texas shall be divided as follows, to

wit : beginning at a point en the Gulf of Mexico, midway
between the Northern and Southern boundaries thereof

on the coast; and thence by a line running in a North-

westerly direction to the extreme boundary thereof, so

as to divide the same as nearly as possible into two

equal parts, and in that portion of said Territory lying

South and West of the line to be run as aforesaid, there

shall be ueiilier Slavery nor involuntary servitude, other-

wise than in the punishment of crimes, whereof the party

shall have been duly convicted.

And provided farther. That this provision shall be
considered as a compact between the people of the

United States and the people of the said Territory, and
forever remain unalterable, unless by the consent of

three-fourths of the States of the Union.

Mr. Hale asked a suspension of the rules, to

enable hiin to otl'er it now, and have it printed

and commiucd. Refused—Yeas, 9'2 (not two

thirds) ; Nays, 81.

Yeas All the Whigs* and most of the Demo-

crats from the Free States, with Messrs. Duncan

L. Clinch and Alexander H. Stephen.*, of Georgia,

and George W. Summers, of Virginia.

2iiays—All the members frotn Slave States,

except the above, with the following from Free

States

:

Maise.—Sheppard Gary—1.

Ntw-HAMPSUIKK-.—Edmund Burke, Moses Norris, jr.—2.

New-York.—James G. Clinton, Sclah B. Strong—2.

Pknssvlvasia.—James Black, Richard Brodhead,

H. D. Foster, Joseph II. Jnyersoit, MicliMel II. Jtnks—o.

Ouio.—Joseph J. McDowell— 1.

I.kdiasa.—Wm. J. Brown, J. W. Davis, John Pettit—3.

• Except the two here given In Italict.
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Illikois.—Orlando B. Ficklin, Joseph P. Hoge, Robert
Bmith—3.

Total Democrats from Free States, 17.

December Vlth.—Mr. C. J. Ingersoll, of Penn-
sylvania, from the Coniniittee on Foreign Affairs,

reported a Joint Resolution for annexing Texas
to the Union, which was 'con^mitted and dis-

cussed in Committee of the Whole from time to
time, through the next month.
January 1th.—Mr. J. P. Hale presented re-

solves of the Legislature of New-Hampshire,
thoroughly in favor of Annexation, and silent

on the subject of Slavery, except as follows :

Be^olved, That we agree with Mr. Clay, that the re-
annexation of Texas will add mor« Free than Slave
States to tlie Union ; and that it would be unwise to re-
fuse a permanent acquisition, wliich will exist as long as
the globe remains, on account of a temporary institution.

January Yitli.—Mr. Cave Johnson, of Ten-
nessee, moved that all farther deinite on tliis

subject be closed at 2 p.m. on Thursday next.
Can led— Yeas, 186; ^'ays, 57

;
(nearly all the

Mays from Slave States.)

January 2jth.—The debate, after an exten-
sion of time, was at length brought to a close,

and the Joint Resolution taken out of Commit-
tee, and reported to the House in the following
form

; ( that portion relating to Slavery, haviiii;

been added in Committee, on motion of Mi\
Milton Brown, (Whig) of Tennessee :

Resolved, hy the Senate and House of Representa-
tives in Cong,-ess assembled. That Congress doth con-
sent that the Territory properly included within, and
rightfully belonging to, the Republic of Texas, may be
erected into a new State, to be called the State of Texas,
with a republican form of Government, to be adopted by
the people of said Republic, by deputies in Convention
assembled, with the consent of the existing Government,
in o.der that the same maybe admitted as one of the
States of this Union.

2. And he itfurther resolved. That the foregoing con-
sent of Congress is given upon the following conditions,
and with the follow.ng guaranties, to wit

:

First. Said State to be formed, subject to the adjust-
ment by this Government of all questions of boundary
that may arise with other governinents ; and the Con-
stitution thereof, with the proper evidence of its adoption
by the people of said Republic of Texas, shall be trans-
mitted to the President of the United States, to be laid
before Congress for its final action, on or before the 1st
day of January, 1846.

Second. Said State, when admitted into the Union,
after ceding to the United States all public edifices, forti-
fications, barracks, ports and harbors, navy and navy-
yards, docks, magazines, arms, armaments, and all other
property and means pertaining to the public defense,
belonging to the said Republic of Texas, shall retain all
the public funds, debts, taxes, and dues of every kind
which may belong to, or be due or owing said Republic

;

and shall also retain all the vacant and unappropriated
lands lying within its limits, to be applied to the pay-
ment of debts and liabilities of said Republic of Texas

;

and the residue of said lands, after discharging said debts
and liabilities, to be disposed of as said Stale may direct

:

but in no event are said debts and liabilities to become
a charge upon the United States.

Third. New States of convenient size, not exceeding
four in number, in adilitiou to said State of Texas, and
havingsulUcient population,may hereafter,by the consent
of said State, be formed out of the Territory thereof,
which shall be entitled to admission under the provisions
of tlie Federal Constitution. And such States as may be
formed out of that portion of said Territory, lying south
of tliirty-six degrees thirty minutes north latitude, com-
monly known as the Missouri Compromise line, shall be
adiu.tted into the Union, with, or without Slavery, as the
people of each State asking admission may desire; and
jn such State or States as shall be formed out of said
Te ritory, north of said Missouri Compromise line,
thivery or involuntary servitude (except for crime) shall
be prohibited.

Mr. Cave Johnson, of Tennessee, moved the
previous question, which the House seconded

—

Yeas, 113 ; Nay.s, lOti—and then the amendment

aforesaid was agreed to—Yeas, 118; Nays,
U)l.

Yeas—114 Democrats, and Messrs. Milton

Brown, of Tennessee ; James Dellet, of Alabama;
and Duncan L. Clinch, and Alexander H
Stephens, of Georgia, (-4) Southern Whigs.

I\ays—all the Whigs present from Free States

with :dl from Slave States, but the four just

named ; with the following Democrats irom
Free States

:

Maine.—Robert P. Dunlap, Hannibal Hamlin—2.

Vkrmont.—Paul Dillingham, jr.— 1.

New-Hampsiure.—John P. Hale—-1.

CoNNECTicDT.—George S. Catlin— i.

NEW-YoHii —Joseph II. Anderson, Charles S.Benton,
Jeremiah E. Carey, Amasa Dana, Richard D. Davis,
Byram Green, Preston King, Smith M. Purdy, George
Rathbun, Orville Robinson, David L. Seymour, Lemuel
Stetson—12.

Ouio.—Jacob Brinckerhoff, William C. McCauslen,
Joseph Morris, Henry St. John—4.

Michigan.—James B. Hunt, Robert McClelland— 2.

Total Democrats from Free States, 23.

Total Whigs from Free and Slave States, 7S.

The House then ordered the whole proposi-

tion to a third reading forthwith—Yeas, 12i);

Nays, 97—and passed it, Yeas, 120; Nays, 98.

Yfas—all the Democrats from Slave States,

and all the Democrats from Free States, except
as above ; with Messrs. Duncan L. Clincii, Mil-

ton Brown, James Dellet, Willonghiiy Newton,
of Virginia, (who therefrom turned Democrat),
and Alexander H. Stephens of Georgia, (now
Democrat), from Slave States.

Nays—all tlie Whigs i'roin Free States ; all

those from Slave States except as above ; with

28 Democrats from Free States.

So the resolve passed the House, and was
sent to the Senate for concurrence.

In Senate, several attempts to originate action

in favor of Annexation were made at this ^e.—

sion, but nothing came of them.
February 'lAth.—The joint resolution afore-

said from the House was taken up for con-

sideration by 30 Yeas to 11 Nays (all Northern
Whigs). On the 27th, Mr. Walker, of Wiscon-
sin, moved to add an alternative proposition,

contemplating negotiation as the means of

effecting the meditated end.

Mr. Foster, (Whig) of Tennessee, proposed

That the State of Texas, and such other States as may
be formed out of that portion of the present Territoi'y ot

Texas, lying south of thirty-six degrees thirty minutes
north latitude, commonly known as the Missouri Com-
promise line, shall be admitted into the Union with or
without Slavery, as the people of each State, so hereafter
asking admission, may desire.

On which' the question was taken. Yeas, (all

Whigs but 3) 18 ; Nays, 34-.

Various amendments were proposed and voted

down. Among them, Mr. Foster, of Tenn.,

moved an express stipulation that Slaver} should

be tolerated in all States formed out of the

Territory of Texas, south of the Missouri line

of 30^ 30'. Rejected—Yeas, 16 (Southern

Whigs, and Sevier, of Arkansas) ; Nays, 33.

Mr. Miller, of N. J., moved that the existence of Sla-

very be forever proliibiteJ in the northern and northwe^t-
ern part of said Territory, west of tlie Kldth degree of
latitude West from Greenwich, so as to divide, as equally
as may be, the whole of tlie aniiuXL'd country between
Slaveholding and Non-Slayeholding Slates.

Yeas, 11 ; all Northern Whigs, except Mr.

Crittenden, Ky. Nays, 33.

The vote in the Senate on the joint resolution

for Annexation stood, Yeas, 26, all Demo-
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crats but 3; Nays, 25, (all Whigs). In the

House, Yeas 134, all Democrats but 1 : Navs, 77,

(all Whi;,'s).

THK WILMOT PROVISO.

Texas having been annexed during the sum-
mer of 1845, ill pursuance of the joint resolu-

tion of the two Houses of Congress, a portion

of the United States Army, under Gen. Taylor,

was, early in the spring of 184t), moved down
to the east bank of the Rio Grande del Norte,

claimed by Texas as her western boundary, but

not so regarded by Mexico. A hostile collision

ensued, resulting in war between the United
States and Mexico.

It was early thereafter deemed advisable that

a considerable sum should be placed by Con-
gress at the President's disposal to negotiate an

advantageous Treaty of Peace and Limits with

the Mexican Government. A message to this

effect was submitted by Presidenc Polk to Con-
gress, August 8th, 1846, and a liill in accord-

ance with its suggestions laid before the House,
which proccded to consider the subject in Com-
mittee of the Whole. The bill appropriating

$80,000 for immediate use in negotiations with

Mexico, and placing $2.()00,0(iO more at the

disposal of the President, to be employed in

making peace, Mr. David Wilmot, of Pa., after

consultation with otlier Northern Democrats,
offered the following Proviso, in addition to the

first section of the bill

:

Provided, That as an express and fundamental con-
dition to the acquisition of any territory from the Itepub-
lic of Mexico by tlie United States, by virtue of any treaty

which nniy be negotiated between them, and to the use
by tlie Kxecutive of the moneys herein appropriated,
iit-ither Slavery'nor invohmtary servitude shall ever exist

ill any part of said Territory, except for crime, whereof
tJie parly shall be first duly convicted.

This proviso was carried in Committee, by the
strong vote of eighty-three to sixty-four—only

tiiree Members (Democrats) from the Free-

States, it was said, opposing it. (No record is

made of individual votes in Committee of the

Whole.) The bill was then reported to the

House, and Mr. Rathbun, of N. Y., moved the

previous question on its engrossment.
Mr. Tibbatts, of Ky., moved that it do lie on

the table. Defeated—Yeas, 79
;
(Stephen A.

Douglas, Jolm A. McClernand, John Pettit,

and Robert C. Schenck, voting with the South
to lay on the table ;) Nays 93

; ( Henry Grider
and William P. Tiiomasson, of Ky. (Whigs)
voting with the North against it.

The bill was then engrossed for its third

reading by Yeas 85, Nays, 80 ; and thus passed
without turther division. A motion to recon-

sider was laid on the table—Yeas, 71 ; Nays, 83.

So the bill was passed and sent to the Senate,

where Mr. Dixon H. Lewis, of Alabama, moved
that the Proviso above cited be stricken out

;

on which debate arose, and Mr. John Davis of

Mass., was speakitig when, at noon of August
loth, the lime fixed for adjournment having
arrived, both Houses adjourned without day.

1 he XXXth Congress assembled Dec. 6, 1847.

Feb. 28th 1848, Mr. Putnam of New-York
moved the following:

Wheieas, In the settlement of the difficulties pending
between this country and Mexico, territory may be ac-

(luued in which Slavery does not now exist.

And ivJierean, Congress, in the organization of a teni-

toiial government, at an early period of our political his-

tory, estal)lished a principle worthy of imitation in all

future time, forbidding llie existence of Slavery in free

territory ; 'therefore.

Resolved, That in any Territory, that may be ac-

quired from Mexico, over which shall be established
territorial governments, Slavery, or involuntary servi-

tude, except as a punishment for crime, whereof the
party shall have j)ecn duly convicted, shall be forever
prohibited ; and that in any act or resolution establish-

ing such governments, a fundamental provision ought to

be inserted to that eucct.

Mr. R. Brodhead, of Penn., moved that this

resolution lie on the table. Carried: Yeas, 105;
Nays, 93.

Yean—all the members from Slave States,

but John \V. Houston (Whig), of Delaware,

with the lollowing from Free States (all Demo-
crats but Levin) :

Sr.uNK.—Asa AV. II. Clapp, Franklin Clark, Jas. S.

\Viley, Hezekiah Williams—1.

Nkw-Voiik.— Ausburn Birdsall, David S. Jackson,
Frederick W. Lord, William 15. Maclay— 4.

PENNSYLVANIA.—Richard Urodhead, Charles Brown,
Leads C. Levin, .lob Man— 4.

Ohio.—William Kennon, jr., John K. Miller, Thomas
Richey, AVilliam Sawyer— 4.

Indiana.— Charles W. Cathcart, Thomas J. Ilcniey,

John Pettit, John L. Robinson, William W. Wick—5.

Illinois.—Orlando B. Ficklin, John A. McClernand,
William A. Richardson, Robert Smith, Thomas J.

Turner—5.

Nayfi~A\\ the Whigs and a large majority of

the Democrats from Free States, with John \V.

Houston aforesaid.

This vote terminated all direct action in

favor of the Wilmot Proviso for that Session.

July ISth.—In Senate, Mr. Clayton, of Del.,

from the Select Committee to which was re-

ferred, on the 12th inst., the bill providing a ter-

ritorial government for Oregon, reported a bill

to establish Territorial governments for Oregon,

New Mexico, and California, which was read.

(It proposed to submit all questions as to the

rightful existence or extent of Slavery in the

Territories to the decision of the Supreme Court

of the United States.)

July, 24th.— Second reading. Mr. Baldwin,

of Conn., moved to strike out so much of said

bill as relates to California and New Mexico.

Rejected : Yeas, 17 (Northern Free Soil men of

both parties) ; Nays, 37.

The bill was discussed through several suc-

ceeding days. On the 26th, Mr. Clarke, of 11.

I., moved to add to the 6th section

:

Provided, however. That no law, regulation, or act
of the provisional government of said Territory permit-
ting Slavery or involuntary servitude therein shall be
valid, until the same shall be approved by Congress."

Rejected: Yeas, 19 [Col. Benton, and 18

Northern Freesoilers of both pai-ties] ; Nays, 33.

Mr. Reverdy Johnson, of Md., moved to

amend the bill by inserting:

Except only, that in all cases of title to slaves, the

said writs of error or appeals shall be allowed and de-

cided by the said Supreme Court without regard to the

value of the matter, property, or title in controversy
;

and except, also, that a writ of error or appeal shall

also be allowed to the Supreme Court of the United
States from the decision of the said Supreme Court c.e-

ated by this act, or of any judge thereof, or of the dis-

trict Courts created by this act, or of any judge upon
any writ of habeas corpus involving the question of per-
sonal freedom.

Carried; Yeas, SI (all sorts); Nay.s, 19 (all

Southern, but Bright, Dickinson, and Haiinegaii j.

Mr. Baldwin, of Connecticut, moved an addi-

tional section, as follows :



72 A POLITICAL TEXT-BOOK FOR 1860.

Sec. 87. And he it further enacted. That it shall be

the duty of the attorneys for said Territories, respec-

tively, on the complaint of any person held in involun-

tary servitude therein, to maice application in his be-

half in due form of law, to the court ne.xt thereafter to

be holden in said Territory, for a writ of habeas corpus,

to be directed to the person so holding such applicant

in service as aforesaid, and to pursue all needful mea-

sures in his behalf; and if the decision of such court shall

be adverse to the application, or if, on the return of the

writ, relief shall be denied to tlie applicant, on the

ground that he is a slave held in servitude in said Terri-

torv, said attorney shall cause an appeal to be talien

therefrom, and the record of all the proceedings in the

case to be transmitted to the Supreme Court of the

United States as speedily as may be, and to give notice

thereof to the Attorney General of the United States,

who shall prosecute the same before said Court, who
shall proceed to hear and determine the same at the

first term thereof.

Yeas, 15 (all Northern, except Benton)

;

Nays, Rl.

Mr. Davis, of Mass., moved to strike out sec-

tion 12, and insert as follows

:

Sec. 12. And be it farther enacted. That so much
of the sixth section of the ordinance of the 13th July,

1T87, as is contained in the following words ; viz. ' There

shall be neither Slavery nor involuntary servitude in the

said Territory, otherwise than in the punishment of

crimes, whereof the party shall have been duly con-

victed,' shall be and remain in force in the Territory of

Oregon.

This was defeated; Yeas, 21 ; Nays, 33.

The bill was then engrossed for a third read-

ing ; Yeas, 33 ; Nays, 22 ; as follows :

Yeas—For Clayton's Compromise :

Messrs. Atchison,
Atherton.
Benton,
Berrien,
Borland,
Breese,
Bright,
Butler,
Calhoun,
Clayton,
Davis, Miss.

Dickinson,
Douglas,
Downs,
i'oote,

Hannegan,

Houston,
Hunter,
Johnson, Md.
Johnson, La.
Johnson, Ga.
King,
liewis,

Mangam,
Masoc,
Phelps,
Rusk,
Sebastian,
Spruance,
Sturgeon,
Turney,
Westcott,

Yulee—83.

iVrti/.s—Against Clayton's bill:

Messrs. Allen, Felch,
Badger, Fitzgerald,

Baldwin, Greene,
Bell, Hale,
Bradbury, Hamlin,
Clarke, Metcalf.
Corwin, Miller,

Davis, Mass. Niles,

Dayton, Underwood,
Dix, Upham,
Dodge, ^Valker—22.

So the bill was engrossed, and immediately

passed without a division.

July 28th.—This bill reached the House, and
was taken up and read twice.

Mr. A. H. Stephens, of Ga., moved that the

bill do lie on the table. Yeas and Nays orderd,

and the motion prevailed: Yeas, 112; Nays,

97.

Yeas, all the Free State Whigs, with 8 Whigs
from Slave States ; 20 Democrats from Free
Slates.

Kays—21 Democrats from Free States, with

76 Democrats and Whigs from Slave States.

Mr. Pollock, of Pa., moved that this vote be
reconsidered, and that the motion to reconsider
do lie on the table ; which prevailed : Yeas,

113; Nays, 96.

So Mr. Clayton's project of Compromise waa

defeated.

The next session of the same Congress opened
under very different auspices. The Mexican

War had "been terminated, so that none could

longer be deterred from voting for Slavery Ex-

clusion by a fear that the prosecution of hos-

tilities would thereby be embarrassed. General

Taylor had been elected President, receiving

the votes of Delaware, Maryland, North Caro-

lina, Georgia, Kentucky, Tennessee, Louisiana,

and Florida—a moiety of the Slave States—over

Gen. Cass, now the avowed opponent of Slavery

Restriction. Many of the Northern Democrats

considered themselves absolved by this vote from

all extra-constitutional obligations to the South,

and voted accordinglv.

Dec. 13.—Mr. J. M. Ptoot, of Ohio, offered

the following

:

Resoleed, That the Committee on Territories be in-

structed to report to this House, with as little delay aa

practicable, a bill or bills providing a Territorial Govern-
ment for each of the Territories of New Mexico and Cali-

fornia, and excluding Slavery therefrom.

A call of the House was had, and the previous

question ordered.

Mr. W. P. Hall, of Mo., moved that the same
do he on the table. Lost : Yeas, SO ; Nays, 106.

The resolve then passed : Yeas, 108 ; Nays,

SO, viz. :

Yeas—All the Whigs from Free States, and all the De-
mocrats, but those noted as Nays below, including the fol-

lowing, who had voted against the same principle at the

former session :

Maine.—Asa W. H. Clapp, James S. Wtley—2.

New-York.—Frederick W. Lord—1.

Ohio.—Tliomas Kichey—1.

Indiana.—Charles W. Cathcart, ThomasJ. Henley, John
L. Robinson, William W. Wick—4.

Illinois.—Robert Smith— 1.

Messrs. Clark and H. Williams, of Maine, Birdsall and
Maclay, of New-York, Brodhead and Mann, of Pa., Pettit,

of Ind., Ficklin and McClelland, of HI., who voted with

the South at the former session—now failed to vote.

Mr. Jackson, of N. Y , who then voted with the South,

had been succeeded by Mr. H. Greeley, who voted with the

North.
Nays—All the Members voting from the Slave Statts,

with the following from the Free States

:

New-York.— Henry C. Murphy—1.

;
Pennsylvania.— Charles Brown, Charles J. Ingersoll—2.

Ohio.—William Kennon, jun., John K. Miller, William
Sawyer—8.

Illinois.—William A. Richardson—1.

Iowa.—Sheplierd Leffler—1.

Total Nays from Free States— 8.

Mr. Robinson, of Ind., moved a reconsidera-

tion of this vote, which motion (Dec. IS), on

motion of Mr. Wentworth, of 111., was laid on

the table: Yeas, 105; Nays, 83.

The Civil and Diplomatic Appropriation bill

having passed the House in the usual form, came
up to the Senate, where it was debated several

days.

Feb. list.—Mr. Walker, of Wise, moved an

amendment, extending all the laws of the United

States, so far as applicable, to the Territories

acquired from Mexico.

Mr. Bell, of Tenn., moved to add further sec-

tions organizing the State of Califoriii;!, to be

admitted into the Union on the 1st ol October

next. This was rejected : Yeas, 4 (Bell, Dodge
of Iowa, Douglas, Davis) ; Nays, 39.

Feb. 26th.—Mr. Dayton, of N. J., moved that

the President be vested with power to provide

a suitable temporary government for the Ter-

ritories. Rejected r Yeas, 8 ; Nays, 47.
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The questiou recurred on Mr. Walker's amend-
ment, which was carried : Yeas, 29 ; Nays,

27.

The bill being returned to the House, thus

amendeil, this amendment was (March 2d) voted

down: Yeas, 101; Kays, 115—as follows:

Yeas—all the members from the Slave

States, with the following from the Free States,

viz.

:

Maine—Ilezekiah Williams—1.

New-York—Ausburn Blidsall—t.

PENNsvLViNiA—Samuel A. Bridges, Richard Brod-
bead, Charles Brown, Charles J. Ingersoll, Lewis C.

Lemn—D.

Ohio—AVilliara Kennon, jr., William Sawyer—2.

Illinois—Orlando B. Ficklin, John A. McClernand,
William A. Ritliardson—8.
Iowa—Shepherd Leffler—1.

Total, thirteen from Free States; eighty-eight

from Slave States. (Only two from Slave States

absent or silent.)

Nays—all the Whigs from Free States, and all

the Democrats from Free States, except those
named above.

So the House refused to concur in this amend-
ment, and the bill was returned to the Senate
accordingly.

The Senate resolved to insist on its amend-
ment, and ask a conference, wliich was granted,
but resulted in nothing. Messrs. Atherton, of
N. H., Dickinson, of N. Y., and Berrien, of Ga.,

were managers on the part of the Senate, and
insisted on its amendment, organizing the Ter-

ritories without restriction as to Slavery.

Messrs. Vinton, of Oliio, Nicoll, of N. Y., and
Morehead, of Ky., were appointed on the part

of the House. These, after a long sitting, re-

])orted their inability to agree, and were dis-

cliarged.

The bill being now returned"to the House, Mr.

McClernand, of HI., moved that the House do
recede from its disagreement. Carried : Yeas,

111; Nays, 106.

Mr. R. W. Thompson, of Ind., moved that the

House concur with the Senate, with an amend-
ment, which was a substitute, extending the

laws of the United States over said Territories,

but leaving them unorganized,

—

And that, until the fourth day of July, eighteen hundred
and fifty, unless Congress shall sooner provide for the

government of said Territories, the existing laics there-

in shall be retained and observed.

The question being reached on amending the

Senate's proposition as proposed by Mr. Thomp-
son, it was carried: Yeas, 111 ; Nays, 105.

(All the Southern members in tiie negative,

with Levin and a few of the Northern Demo-
crats ; the residue, with all the Nortliern Whigs,

in the affirmative.)

The House now proceeded to agree to the

Senate's amendment, as ametided : Yeas, 110;

Nays, 103, (the same as before; the friends of

the Senate's proposition voting against it, as

amended, and vice versa, on tiie understanding

that Mr. Thompson's amendment would exclude

Slavery.)

The'bill as thus amended being returned to

the Senate, it refused to agree to the House's

amendment, and receded from its own proposi-

tion ; 80 the bill was passed and the se.-sion

closed, with no provision for the governmeut of

the newly-acquired Territories.

Aup. 6, 184G.— Mr. Douglas, from the Com-
mittee on Teriitories, reported to the House a
bill oi'gaiiizing tlie Territory of Oregon.

Said bill was discussed in Committee of the
Whole, and the following amendment agreed to :

And neither Slavery, nor involuntary servitude shall
ever exist in said Territory, except for crime whereof
the party shall have been duly convicted.

On coming out of Committee, this amend-
ment was agreed to—Yeas, 108 ; Nays, 44. (Tho
Nays are all Southern, but Charles J. Ingersoll,

Orlando B. Ficklin, and possibly one or two
others ; and all Democrats, but some half a

dozen from the South, of whom Robert Toombs
has since turned Democrat.) Stephen A. Doug-
las did not vote. The bill passed the House
without further opposition, was read twice in

the Senate, and referred ; and Mr. Westcott, of

Florida, made a report thereon from the Com-
mittee on Territories ; but the session closed

without further action on the bill.

This Congress reassembled, Dec. 7th, 1846.

On the 23d, Mr. Douglas again reported his

bill to provide a Territorial government for

Oregon, which was read twice and committed :

Jan. 11th, 1847, was discussed in Committee,
as also on the 12th and 14th, when it was
resolved, to close the debate. On the loth, it

was taken out of Committee, when Gen. Burt,

of S. C, moved the following addition (already

moved, debated, and voted down in Committee)
to the clause forbidding Slavery in said Terri-

tory :

Inasmuch as the whole of said Territory lies north of
thirty-six degrees tlih-ty minutes north latitude, known
as the line of the Missouri Compromise.

Tlie purpose of this is clear enough. It was
intended to recognize the Missouri line, not as

limited to the Territories possessed by the United
States at the time said line was established,

but as extending to all that has since been, or

hereafter should be, acqidred, so as to legalize

Slavery in any Territory henceibrth to be
acquired by us south of 36° 80'.

Mr. Burt's amendment was negatived : Yeas,

82; Nays, 114.

The vote was very nearly sectional ; but the

following members from Free States voted in

the minority :

Pknnsylvania—Charles J. Ingersoll—1.

Illinois—Stephen A.Douglas, Uobt. Smith—2.

Iowa—C. S. Hastings—1. In all, 5.

No member from a Slave State voted ia

the majority. The bill then passed: Yeas, 134;
Nays, 35, (all Southern).

jail. 15.—The bill reached the Senate, and
was sent to the Judiciary Committee, consisting

of

Messrs. Ashley, Ark. Berrien, Ga. Westcott, Fla.

Breese, 111. Dayton, N. J.

Jan 25.—Mr. Ashley reported the Oregon
bill with amendments, which were ordered to

be printed.

29.—Said bill, on motion of Mr. Westcott,

was recommitted to the Judiciary Committee.

Feb 10.—Mr. Ashley again reported it with

amendments.
March 3.—It was taken up as in Committee

of the Whole, when Mr. Evans, of Maine, moved
that it be laid on tlie table. Defeated : Yeas,
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19, (all Whigs but Calhoun, of S. C, and Yulee

of i'lorida) ; Nays, 26, (24: Dem., with Corwiu

of Ohio, and Johnson of Louisiana.)

Mr.Westeoct, of Fhi., iuimediatelj moved that

the bill do lie ou tlie table, which prevailed:

Yeas, 26; Nays, 18 (a mixed vote, evidently

governed by various motives) ; but the nega-

tives were all Democrats, but Corwin and John-

son aforesaid. This being the last day of the

.•-ejsion, it, was evident that the bill, if opposed,

as it was certain to be, could not get through,

and it was, doubtless, in behalf of other press-

ing business that many Senators voted to lay

this aside. It was, of course, dead for the ses-

sion.

Dec. 6, 1847.—The XXXth Congress assem-

bled ; Robert C. Winthrop (Whig) of Mass. was

chosen Speaker of the House. President Polk,

iu his Annual Message, regretted that Oregon

had not already been organized, and urged the

necessity of action on the subject.

Feb. 9.—Mr. Caleb B. Smith, of Indiana, re-

ported to the House a bill to establish the terri-

torial government of Oregon ; which, by a vote

of two-thirds, was made a special order for

March 14th. It was postponed, however, to

the 28th ; when it was taken up and discussed,

as ou one or two subsequent days. May 29th,

if was again made a special order next after the

Appropriation bills. The President that day

sent a special message, urging action on this

subject. July 2oth, it was taken up in earnest;

Mr. Wentworth, of Illinois, moving that debate

on it iu Committee cease at two o'clock this

day.

Mr. Geo. S. Houston, of Ak., endeavored to

put this motion on the table. Defeated : Yeas

85 ; Nays 89, (nearly, but not fuiiy, a sectional

division). Mr. Geo. VV. Jones, of Tcnc, moved
a reconsideration, which was carried : Yeas,

100; Nays, 88 ; and the resolution laid on the

table : Yeas, 96 ; Nays, 90.

The bill continued to be discussed, and
finally (Aug. 1) was got out of Committee;
when Mr. C. Bf Smith moved the Previous

Question thereon, which was ordered.

Aug. 2.—The House came to a vote on an

amendment made in Committee, whereby the

following provision of the original bill was
stricken out :

That tVie inhabitants of said Territory shall be enti-

tled to enjoy all and singular, the rights, privileges, and
advantages granted and secured to the people of the

Territory of the United States northwest of the rivtr

Ohio, by the articles of compact contained in the ordi-

nance for tlie government of said Territory, passed the

13th day of July, seventeen hundred and eiglity-seven
;

and shall be subject to all the conditions, and reslriu-

tions, and prohibitions in said articles of compact im-
posed upon the people of said territory, and

—

The House refused to agree to this amend-
ment : Yeas, 88; Nays, 114.

Ttie Members from the Free States who voted

with the South to strike out, were

—

New York.—Ausburn Birdsall—1.

Oiiin.—William Kennon, jun., John K. Miller—2.

Ili-inois.—Orlando B. Ficklin, John A. McClernand,
Wilbam A Kichardson—3.

Inuiama.—Jolin L. llobinson, William W. Wick—2.

Mr. John W, Houston of Delaware voted in the ma-
jority.

The bill was then passed: Yeas, 128; Navs,

11.

[This vote was almost completely sectional.

Mr. Houston, of Delaware, voting in the majority
as before : otherwise, members from the Free
States in tiie affirmative ; those from the Slave
States in the negative.]

Ancf. 3.—This bill reached the Senate, when
Mr. badger, of N. C, moved its indefinite post-

ponement : negatived, 47 to 1, (Yulee). It was
then sent to the Committee on Territories.

The Senate had had under consideration,

from time to time through the Session, a bill

of its own, reported by Mr. Douglas, which wai
finally referred to a select Committee—Mr. Clay-
ton, of Delaware, Chairman—and by said com-
mittee reported some days before the reception
of the House bill. It was then dropped.

Auf/. 5.—Mr. Douglas reported the House
bill, with amendments, which were printed.

Auff. 10. — After some days' debate, the
Senate proceeded to vote. Mr. Foote, of Miss.,

moved that the bill do lie on the table. De-
feated : Yeas, 15 (Southern); Nays, 36.

On the question of agreeing to this amend-
ment :

Inasmuch as the sai<I Territory is north of thirty-six
deg thirty min., usually known as the [line of the] Mis
souri Compromise.

It was rejected : Yeas, 2 (Bright and Do'j

glas) ; Nays, 52.

Mr. Douglas moved to amend the bill, by in-

serting alter the word " enacted :"

That the line of thirty-six degrees and thirty
minutes of north latitude, known as the Missouri Com-
promise line, as defined in the eighth section of an act
entitle<l, " An Act to authorize the people of the Missouri
Territory to form a Constitutional and State Govern-
ment, and for the admission of such State into the Union-
on an equal fooling with the original States, and to pro-
hibit Slavery in certain Territories, approved March Gth,

1S20," be, and the same is hereby, declared to extend to
the Pacific Ocean; and the said eighth section, together
with tlie compromise therein effected, is liereby revived,
and declared to be in full foice and binding, for the
future organization of the Territories of the United
States in the same sense, and with tlie same understand-
ing with which it was originally adopted ; and

—

Which was carried : Yeas, 33 ; Nays, 21 ; as iol

lows

:

Yeas—For recognizing the Missouri line as

rightfully extending to the Pacific:

Messrs. Atchison, Hannegan,
Badger, Houston,
Bell, Hunter,
Benton, Johnson of Md.,
Berrien, Johnson of La.,

Borland, Johnson of Ga.,
Bright, King,
Butler, Lewis,
Calhoun, JIangum,
Cameron, Mason,
IJavis of Miss., Metcalf,
Dickinson, Pearce,
Douglas, Sebastian,
liowns, Spruance,
Fitzgerald, Sturgenn,
Foote of Miss., Turney,

Underwood—33.

Nays—Against recognizing said line:

Dodge,
Felch,

Greene,
Hale,
Hamlin,
Miller,

Niles,

Phelps,
Ilphaiii,

AValker,

Messrs. Allen,
Atherton,
Baldwin,
Biadbury,
Biec^e,
Clarke,
Corwin,
Davis of Mass.,
Dayton,
DiJC,

Webster—21.

The bill was then engrossed ft)r a third re,ad-

g: Yeas, 33; Nays, 22; (nearly the same as
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before—Westcott of Florida added to the

Navs—and lliiis passed).

Anj. 11.—The bill, thus amended, having
been returned to the House, the amendment
of Mr. Douglas, just recited, was rejected :

Yeas, 82; Nays, l.il.

Yeas from Free S:ates :

New Yiirk.— Ausburn Birdcall—1.

rES-NSTLVASlA.— Cliiu-lcs Biowu, Charles J. Ingersoll—2.

Totiil-3.

Otherwise, from Slave States, all Yeas : from
Free States, all Nays.

Auff. 12.—The Senate, after voting down
various propositions to lay on the table, etc.,

finally decided to recede from its amendments to

the Oregon bill, and pass it as it can)e from the

House : Yeas, 29 ; Nays, 25 (all from Slave
States).

So the bill became a law, and Oregon a Terri-

tory, under the original Jefferson or Dane Pro-
viso against Slavery.

THE COMPROMISE OF 1850.

The XXXIst Congress commenced its first

Session at Washington, Dee. S, 1819; but the
House was unable to organize—no person re-

ceiving a majority of all the votes for Speaker
—until the 22nd, when, the Plurality rule hav-
ing been adopted by a vote of 11.3 to 106, Mr.
Howell Cobb, of Ga., was elected, having 102
votes to lOU for Robert C. Winthrop of Mass.,

and 20 scattering. It was thereupon resolved

—Yeas, 149 ; Nays, 35—" That Howell Cobb be
declared duly elected Speaker ;" and on the

24th President Zachary Taylor transmitted to-

both Houses his first Annual Message, in the

course of which he says :

No civil government having befn proviiieii by Con-
gress for California, tiie iicopie of tliat Territory, im-
pelled by tlie n-(;i->.>ines of their political comluinn,
recently met in Convcinion, for the purpose of forming
a Cousutuiion and Slate Government ; which, the latest

advices give me reason to suppose, has been accom-
plished ; and it is believed they will shortly ap|ily for the
admission of California into the Union, as a Sovereign
S.ate. Should such be the case, and should Iheir consii-

tution be conformable to the requisiiionsfif the Consti-
tution of the United States, I recommend their applica-
tion to the favorable consideration of Congress.
The people of New-Mexico will also, it is believed,

at no very d;stant period, present tliemselvc^ for admis-
sion into the Union. Preparatory to the admission of

California and New-Mexico, the people of each wid have
instituted for themselves a republican form of govern-
ment, laying its foundation in such principles, and
organizing its power in such form, as to them shall seem
most likely to elTect their safety and hnpiiiness.

By awaiting their action, all uneasiness may be
avoided and confidence and kind feeling preserved.
With a view of maintaining the harmony and tranquillity

80 dear to all, we should abstain from the introduction of

those exciting topics of a sectional character which have
hithe:to produced painful apprehensi ns in the public
mind ; and 1 repeat the solemn warning of the first and
most illustrious of my predecessors, against furnishing
any ground for characterizing parties by geographical
discriminations.

Ja7i. 4.—Gen. Sam. Houston, of Texas, sub-

mitted to the Senate the lolloping proposition .

Whtreas, The Congress of the United .States, possess-

ing only a delegated authority, have no power over the
subject of Negro Slavery within the liniiis of the United
States, either to prohibit or interrere with it, in the States,

Teiritories, or District, where, by n.uuicipal law, it now
exists, or to establish it in any State or Territory where
it does not exist ; but, as an assurance and guaranty to

promote harmony, quiet apprehension and remove sec-

tional prejudice, which by possibility might impair or

weaken love and devotion to the Union iu any part of

the country, it is hereby

Henolved, That, as the people in TeiTitories have the
same inherent rights of self-government as the people in

the States, if in the exercise of such inhei-^nt rights the peo-
ple in the newly-acquired Territories, by tne .\nnexation
of Texas and the acquisition of California and .New-Mexi-
co, south of the parallel of 36 degrees and 30 minutes of

north latitude, extending to the Pacific Ocean, shall estab-

lish Negro Slavery in the formation of their state govern-
ments, it shall be deemed no objection to their admission
as a State or States into the Union, in accordance with
the Constitution of the United States.

J(i». 21.—Gen. Taylor, in answer to a resolu-

tion of inquiry, sent a message to the House,
stating that he had urged the formation of

State Governments iu California and New-
Mexico.

Icf). 13, 1850.—Gen. Taylor communicated
to Congress the Constitution (free) of the State

of California.

Jan. 29, 1850.—Mr. Henry Clay, of Kiiituoky,

submitted to the Senate the following pro-

positions, with others, which were made a sptcial

order and printed :

1. Itesolped, That California, with suitable boun-
dades, ought, upon her application, to be admitted as

one of the States of this Union, without the imposition by
Congress of any res:riction in respect to the exclusion or
introduction of Slavery within those boundaries.

2. liesolred. That as Slavery does not exist by law,
and is not likely to be introduced into any of the terri-

tory acquired by the United States from the Uepublic of

Mexico, it is inexpedient for Congress to provide by law
either for its introduction into, or exclusion from, any
part of the said Territory ; and that appropriate terri-

to:ial governments ought to be established by Congress,
in all the said Territory, not assigned as within the boun-
daries of the iiroposed State of California, without the
adoption of any restriction or condition on the subject of
Slavery.

5. Hesolred, That it is inexpedient to abolish Slavery
in the District of Columbia, whilst that institution con-
tinues to exist in the State of Maryland, without the con-
sent of that State, without the consent of the people of
the District, and without just compensation to the
owners of slaves within the District.

6. £ui Hesolred, That it is expedient to prohibit, with-
in the District, the slave-trade in slaves brought into it

from States or places beyond the limits of the District,

either to be sold therein as merchandise, or to be
transported to other markets without the District of
Columbia.

7. Resolrecl, That more effectual provision ought to be
made by law. according to the requirement of the Con-
stitution, for the restitution and delivery of persons bound
to service or labor in any State, who may escape into any
other State or I erritory in the Union. And,

S He-^ulved, That Congress has no power to prohibit or
obstruct the trade in slaves between the slaveholdinp
States, but that the admission or exclusion of slaves

brought from one into another of them, depends exclu-

sively upon their own particular laws.

Feb. 28.—Mr. John Bell, of Tennessee, siili-

mitted to the Senate the following proposi-

tions :

Wherea/i, Considerations of the highest interest to the
whole country demand that the existing and increasing

dissensions between the North and the South, on the

subject of Slavery, should be speedily arrested, and tha'.

the questions in controversy be adjusted upon some basia

which shall tend to give present quiet, repress sectional

animosities, remove, as far as possible, the causes of

future discoi'd, and secure the uninterrujited enjoyment
of those benefits and advantages which the Union was
intended to confer in equal measure upon all its mem-
bers ;

And, ichereni). It is mani.'est, under present circum-

stances, that no adjustment .-'.an be effected of I'le points

of ditference unhappily existing between the Northern
and Southern sections of the Union, connected with the

subject of Slaver}', which shall secure to either section all

that is contended for, and that mutual concessions upon
questions of mere policy, not involving the violation of

any constitutional r'ght or principle, must be the basis of

every project affording any assurance of a favorable ac-

ceptance;
And, -whereci'. The joint resolution for annexinj
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Texas to the United States, approved March 1, 1845, con-

tains the following condilion and guaranty—that is to

Bay :
" New States of convenient size, not exceeding four

in number, in addition to said Stale of Texas, and hav-

ing sufficient •population, may hereafter, by the consent

of°said Stale, be foniitd out of tlie territory tlieieof,

whicii shall be entitled to admission under the provi-

sions of the Federal Constitution ; and such States as

may be formed out of that portion of said Territory lying
j

south of llurty-six deg.ees thirty minutes north latitude,

comuionlv known as the Missouri Compromise line, shall
|

be admiiied into the Union with or without Slavery, as

the people of each State, asking admission may desire
;

and in sucli State or States as shall be formed out of

said territory north of said Missouri Compromise line,

Slavery, or involuntary servitude (except for crime),

Bhall be prohibited :" Therefore,

1. Jtesoleed, That the obligation to comply with the

condition and guaranty above recited in good faith be

distinctly recognized, and that, in part compliance with

the same, as soon as the people of Texas shall, by an act

of their legislature, signify their assent by restricting the

limits the.eof, within the Territory lying east of the

Trinity and south of the Ked Kiver, and when the people

of the residue of the territory claimed by Texas adopt a

constitution, republican in form, they be admitted into

Union upon an equal footing in all respects with the ori-

ginal States.

2. Jitsolved, That if Texas shall agree to cede, the

United States will accept, a cession of all the unappro-

priated domain in all the Territory claimed by Texas, ly-

ing west of the Colorado and extending north to the

forty-second parallel of north latitude, together with the

jurisdiction and sovereignty of all the territory claimed

by Texas, north of the thirty-fourth parallel of north

latitude, and to pay therefor a sum not exceeding

millions of dollars, to be appUed in the first place to the

extinguishment of any portion of the existing pubhc

debt of Texas, for the discharge of which the United

States are under any obligation, implied or otherwise,

and the remainder as Texas shall require.

3. Jiewleed, That when the population of that portion

of the Territory claimed by Texas, lying south of the

thirty-fourth parallel of north latitude and west of the

Colorado, shall be equal to the ratio of representation in

Congress, under the last preceding apportionment, ac-

cording to the provisions of the Constitution, and the

people of such Territory shall, with the assent of the new
State contemplated in the preceding resolution, have
adopted a State Constitution, republican in form, they

be admitted into the Union as a State, upon an equal

fooling with the original States.

Mewlved, That all the Territory now claimed by Texas,

lying north of the thirty-fourth parallel of north latitude,

and which may be ceded to the United States by Texas,

be incorporated with the Territory of New-Mexico, ex-

cept such part thereof as lies east of the Kio Grande and
south of the thirty-fourth degree of north latitude, and
that the Territory so composed form a State, to be ad-

mitted into the Union when the inhabitants thereof shall

adopt a State Constitution, republican in form, with the

consent of Congress ; but in the mean time, and until

Congress shall give such consent, provision be made for

the government of the inhabitants of said Territory suit-

able to their condition, but without any restriction as to

Slavery.
5. Jiesolved, That all the Territory ceded to the

United States, by the Treaty of Guadaloupe Hidalgo,

lying west of said Territory of New Mexico, and east of

the contemplated new State of California, for the present,

constitute one Territory, and for which some form of

government suitable to the condition of the inhabitants

be provided, without any restriction as to Slavery.

0. Iteaoleed, That the Constitution recently formed
by the people of the western portion of California, and
presented to Congress by the President, on the 1 3th day
of February, 1850, be accepted, and that they be admit-

ted into the Union as a State, upon an equal footing in

all respects with the original States.

lieiul'ved. That, in future, the formation of State Con-
ctitutions, l>y the inhabitants of the Territories of the

Un.ted Stales, be regulated by law ; and that no such
(Constitution be hereafter formed or adopted by the in-

Labitants of any Territory belonging to the United
States, without the consent and authority of Congress.

8. Iie!iol<i)ed, That the inhabitants of any Territory of

the United States, when they shall be authorized by Con-
gress to foi-m a State Constitution, shall have the sole

und exclusive power to regulate and adjust all questions

of internal State policy, of whatever nature they may be,

controlled only by the restrictions expressly imposed by
ir.e Constitution of the United States.

0. lieisoLetd, That the Committee on Territories be

instructed to report a bill in conformity with the spirit

and principles of the foregoing resolutions.

A debate of unusual duration, earnestness,

and ability ensued, niainly on Mr. Clay's Reso-
lutions. They were regarded by uncompromis-
ing champions,whether of Northern or of South-
ern views, but especially of the latter, as con-

ceding substantially the matter in dispute to

the other side. Thus,
January 29th.—Mr. Clay* having read and

briefly commented on his propositions, ,S6via</wt,

he desired that they should be held over with-

out debate, to give time for consideration, and
made a special order for Monday or Tuesday
following. But this was not assented to.

Mr. Foote, of Mississippi, spoke against them
generally, saying:

If I understand the resolutions properly, they are ob-
jectionable, as it seems to me,

1. Because they only assert that it is not expedient
that Congress should abolish Slavery in the District of
Columbia ; thu« allowing the implication to arise that
Congress has power to legislate on the subject of Slavery
in the District, which may hereafter be exercised, if it

should become expedient to do so ; whereas, I hold that
Congress has, under the Constitution, no such power at
all, and that any attempt thus to legislate would be a
gross fraud upon all the States of the Union.

2. The Ilesolutions of the honorable Senator assert

that Slavery does not now exist by law in the Territories

recently acquired from Mexico ; whereas, I am of
opinion that the treaty with the Mexican republic carried
the Constitution, wiih all its g ULirantiea, to all the Ter-
ritory obtained by treaty, and secured the privilege to

every Southern slaveholder to enter any part of it, at-

tended by his slave-property, and to enjoy the same
therein, free from all molestation or hindrance whatso-
ever.

3. Whether Slavery is or is not likely to be introduced
into these Territories, or into any of them, is a proposi-
tion tuo uncertain, in my judgment, to be at present
positively affirmed; and I am unwilling to make a
solemn legislative declaration on tlie pomt. Let the

future provide, the appropriate aolation of thin int^-

reaiing question.
4. Considering, as I have several times heretofore for-

mally declared, the title of Texas to all the Territory
embraced in her boundaries, as laid down in her law of
1S36, full, complete, and undeniable, I am unwilling to

say anything, i)y resolution or otherwise, which may in

the least degree draw that title into question, as 1 think
is done in one of the resolutions of the honorable Sena-
tor from Kentucky.

6. As to the abolition of the slave-trade in the District

of Columbia, I see no particular objection to it, provided
it is done in a delicate and judicious manner, and is not
a concessioji to the menaces and demands of factionists

and fanatics. If other questions can be adjusted, this

one will, perhaps, occasion but little difficulty.

7. The resolutions which provide for the restoration of
fugitives from labor or service, and for the establishment
of territorial governments, free from all restriction on
the subject of Slavery, have ray hearty approval. The
last resolution—which asserts that Congress has no power
to prohibit the trade In slaves from State to State—

I

equally approve.
8. If all other questions connected with the subject ol

Slavery can be satisfactorily adj''sted, I see no objec-
tion to a<imitting all California, above the line of 36
degrees 30 minutes, into the Union

;
provided another

new Slitve State can, be laid off within the jjresent
litnitii of Texas., so as to keep the present equipotider-
ance between the Slave and Free States of the Union :

and provided further, all this is done by way of com-
prutnise, and in order to save the Union, (as dear to

me as to any man living.

)

Mr. Mason, of Virginia, after expressing

his deep anxiety to ' go with liim who
went farthest, but within the limits of strict

duty, in adjusting these unhappy differences,"

added :

Sir, so far as I have read these resolutions, there ia

but one projjosition to which I can give a hearty assent,

and that is the resolution which proposes to organize
Territorial governments at once in thase Territories,

without a decla ation one way or the other as to theii"
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d' iiiestic instilutiong. But there is another which I

deeply regret to see introduced into this Senate, by a

Senator from a slaveholding State ; it is that which
assumes that Slavery does not now exist hy law in those

countries. I understand one of these propositions to

declare that, by law, Slavery is now abolished in New-
Blexico and California. That was the very proposition

advanced by the non-slaveholding States at the last

Session ; combated and disproved, as I tliought, by gen-

tlemen from the slavelioiding States and wliich tlie

Compromise bill was framed to test. So far, I regarded
the ijueslion of law as disposed of, and it was very
clearly and satisfactorily shown to be against the spiiit

of the resolution of the Senator fi om Kentucky. If the

contrary is true, I presume the Senator from Kentucky
would declare that if a law is now valid in the Territories

abolishing Slavery, that it could not be introduced there,

even if a law was passed creating the institution, or re-

pealing the statutes already existing; a doctrine never
assented to, so far as I know, until now, by any Senator
representing one of the slaveholding Stales. Sir, I hold
the very opposite, and with such confidence, that at the

last session 1 was willing and did vote for a bill to test

this question in the Supreme Court. Yet thb resolution

assumes the other doctrine to be true, and our assent is

challenged to it as a proposition of law.

Mr. Jefferson Davis, of Mississippi, objected

specially to so much of Mr. Clay's propositions

as relates to the boundary of Texas, to the

slave-trade iu the Federal district, and to Mr.

Clay's avowal in his speech that he did not

believe Slavery ever would or could be estab-

lished in any part of the Territories acquired

from ilexico. He continued :

But, sir, we are called upon to receive this as a
measure of compromise ! As a measure in which we of
the minority are to receive nothing. A measure of com-
promise ! I look upon it as but a modest mode of taking
that, the claim to which has been more boldly asserted
by others ; and, that I may be understood upon this

question, and that my position may go forth to the
country in the same columns that convey the sentiments
of the Senator from Kentucky, I here assert, that never
will I take less than the Missouri Compromise line ex-
tended to the Pacific Ocean, with the specific recognition
of the right to hold slaves in the Territory below that
line ; and that, before such Teiritories are admitted into

the Union as States, slaves may be taken there from any
of the United States at the option of the owners. I can
never consent to give additional power to a majority to

commit further aggressions upon the minority in this

Union ; and will never consent to any proposition which
will have such a tendency, without a full guaranty or
counteracting measure is connected with it.

Mr. Clay, in reply, said :

I am extremely sorry to hear the Senator from Mis-
sissippi say that he requires, first, the extension of the
Missouri Compromise line to the Pacific; and also that
he is not satisfied with that, but requires, if I understood
him correctly, a positive provision for the admission of

Slavery south of that line. And now, sir, coming from a
Slave State, as I do, I owe it to myself, I owe it to truth,

1 owe it to the subject, to state that no earthly power
could induce me to vote for a specific measure for the
introduction of Slavery where it had not before existed,
either south or north of that line. Coming as 1 do from
a ^iave State, it is my solemn, deliberate, and well-ma-
tuied determination that no power—no earthly power

—

shall compel me to vote for the positive introduction of
Slavery either south or north of that line. Sir, while you
reproach, and justly, too, our British ancestors for llie

Introduction of this institution upon the Continent of
America, I am, for one, unwilling that the posterity of
the present inhabitants of California and New-Mexico
shall reproach us for doing just what we reproach Great
Britain for doing to us. If the citizens of those Terri-

tories choose to establish Slavery, 1 am for admitting
them with such provisions in their Constitutions ; but
then, it will be their own work, and not ours, and their
posterity will have to reproach them, and not us, for

forming Constitutions allowing the institution of Slavery
to exist among them. These are my views, sir, and I

choose to express them; and I care not how extensively
and universally ^they are known. The honorable Sena-
tor from Virginia has expressed his opinion that Slavery
exists in these Territories, and I have no doubt that
opinion is sincerely and honestly entertained by him

;

and I would say with equal si.certy and honesty, thati
believe that Slavery nowhere e.-wisis witliiu any portion

of the Territory acquired by us from Mexico. He holds

a directly contrary opinion to mine, as he has a perfect

right to do ; and we will not quarrel about that differ-

ence of opinion.

Mr. William R. King, of Alabama, was in-

clined to look with favor on Mr. Clays pro-

positions, and assented lo some of them ; but

lie objected to the mode in which California had

formed what is called a State Constitution. He
preferred the good old way of lirst organizing

Territories, and so training up their people " lor

the exercise and enjoyment of our institutions."

Besides, he thought " there was not that kind

of population there that justified the fornuition

of a State Government." Om the question of

Slavery in the new Territories, he said:

We ask no act of Congress—as has been properly intima-

ted by the Senator from Mississippi— to carry Slavery any-

where. Sir, I believe we have as much Constitutional power
to prohibit Slavery from going into the Territories of the

United States, as we have to pass an act carrying Slavery

there. We have no right to do either the one or the other.

I would as soon vote for the Wilmot Proviso as I would
vote for any law which required that Slavery should go
into any of the Territories.

Mr. Downs, of Louisiana, said

:

I must confess that, in the whole course of ray life, my
astonishment has never been greater than it was when I

saw this (Mr. Clay's) proposition brought forward as a
compromise ; and I rise now, sir, not for the purpose of

discussing it at all, but to protest most solemnly against it.

I consider this compromise as no compromise at all. What,
sir, does it grant to the South ? I can see nothmg at all.

Mr. Butler, of South Carolina, said

:

As I understand it, the Senator from Kentucky's whole

proposition of compromise is nothing more than this : That
Cahfornia is already disposed of, having formed a State

Constitution, and tliat Territorial Governments shall be

organized for Deseret and New-Mexico, under which, by
the operation of laws already existing, a slaveholding

population could not carry with them, or own slaves there.

What is there in the nature of a compromise here, coupled,

as it is, with the proposition that, by the existing laws in

the Territories, it is almost certain that slaveholders can-

not, and have no right to, go there with their property?

What is there in the nature of a compromise here ? 1 am
willing, however, to run the risks, and am ready to give to

tlie Territories the governments they require. 1 shall

always think that, under a Constitution giving equal rights

to all parties, the slaveholding people, as such, can go to

these Territories, and retain their property there. But, if

we adopt this proposition of the Senator from Kentucky,

it is clearly on the basis that Slavery shall not go there.

The debate having engrossed the attention

of the Senate for nearly two months

—

March 25.—Mr. Douglas, from the Com-
mittee on Territories, reported the following

bills:

Senate, 169.—A bill for the admission of California into

the Union.
Senate, 170.-A bill to establish the Territorial Gov-

ernments of Utah and New-Mexico, and for other pur-

poses.

These bills were read, and passed to a second

reading.

April 11.— Mr. Douglas moved that Mr. Bell's

resolves do lie on the table. Lost : Yeas, 'iO
;

Nays, 28.

April 15.—The discussion of Mr. Clay's reco-

lutions still proceeding. Colonel Benton moved
that the previous orders be postponed, and that

the Senate now proct-ed to consider the bill (S.

1B9) for the admission of the Stale of Cali-

fornia.

Mr. Clay moved that this proposition do lie

on the table. Carried : Yeas, 27 (for a Com-
promise) ; Nays, 24 (for a settlement without

compromise).
Tlie Senate now took up Mr. Bell's resolves,



78 A rOLITICAL TEXT-BOOK TOR 1860.

aforesaid, wlien Mr. Benton moved that thej

lie oa the table. Lost : Yeas, '2-i ; Nays, 28.

Mr. Benton next moved that they be so

amended as not to connect or mix up the ad-

mission of California witli any other question.

Lost: Yeas, '23; Nays, 28.

Various modifications of the generic idea

were severally voted down, generally by h\rge

majorities.

On motion of Jlr. Foote, of Miss., it was now

Ofderedy That the resolutions submitted bj' Jlr. Bell on

the 2Sth Febi-uary, together with the resolutions submitted

on the '29th of January, by Mr. Clay, be referred to a se-

lect Committee of thirteen ; Provided, that tlie Senate

does not deem it necessary, and tlierefoi-e declines, to ex-

press in advance any ojiinion, or to fc've any instruction,

either general or specitic, for the guidance of the said

Committee.

April 19.—The Senate proceeded to elect by

ballot such Select Committee, which was com-

posed as follows

:

Mr. Henry Clay, of Ky., Chairman.
Messrs. Dickinson, of N. V. Cooper, of Pa.

Phelps, of Vt. Downs, of La.

Bell, of Tenn. King, of Ala.

Cass, of Mich. Mangum, of N. C.

Webster, of Mass. Mason, of Va.

Berrien, of Ca,. Bright, of Ind.

Mat/ 8.—.Mr. Clay, from said Conmiittee, re-

ported at length, the views and recommenda-
tions of the report being substantially as fol-

lows :

1. The admission of any new State or States formed out
of Texas to be postponed until they shall hereafter pre-

sent themselves to be received into the Union, when it will

ba the duty of Congress fairly and faithfully to execute
llie compact with Texas, by admitting such new State or

States.

2. The admission forthwith of California into the Union,
with the boundaries which she has proposed.

8. The establishment of Territorial Uovernments, with-

out the Wilmot Proviso, for New-Mexico and Utah, em-
bracing all the territory recently acquired by the United
States from Mexico, not contained in the boundaries of

California.

4. The combination of these two last mentioned mea-
sures in the same bill

;

5. The establishment of the western and northern bound-
aries of Texas, and the exclusion from her jurisdiction of

all New-Mexico, with the grant to Texas of a pecuniary
equivalent; and the section for that purpose to be incor-

])orated in the bill admitting California and establishing

Territorial Governments for Utah and New-Mexico.
6. More effectual enactments of law to secure the prompt

delivery of persons bound to service or labor in one State,

under the laws thereof, who escape into another State

;

and,
7. Abstaining from abolishing Slavery ; but, under a

heavy penalty, prohibiting the slave-trade in the District

of Columbia,

The Senate proceeded to deljate from day to

day the provisions of the principal bill thus re-

ported, commonly termed "the Omnibus."
Jime 28.— Mr, Soule, of Louisiana, moved

that all south of 36° 30' be cut off from Cali-

fornia, and formed into a Territory entitled

South California, and that said Territory

" shall, when readj^ able, and willing to become a State,

and deserving to be such, be admitted with or without
Slavery, as the people thereof shall desire, and make
known through ;heir Constitution."

Tnis was rejected: Yeas, 19 (all fcioutnern)

;

Nays, 30.

Jnh/ 10 —The discus-;ion was interrupted by
the death of President Taylor. Millard Fillmore

succeeded to the Presidency, and William R.

King. oF Alabama, was chosen President of the
Senate, pro tempore.

Jabi \n.—The bill was reported to the Senate
unu amended so as to substitute " that Congress

shall make no law establishing or prohibiting "

Slavery in the new Territories, instead of " iu

respect to" it. Yeas, 27 ; Nays, 25.

Mr. Seward moved to add at the end of the
JSTth section :

But neither Slavery nor involuntary servituile shall be
allowed in either of the Territories of New-Mexico or Utah,
except on legal conviction for crime.

Which was negatived; Yeas and Nays not
taken.

Julii 17.—The Senate resumed the considera-
tion of the " Omnibus bill."

Mr. Benton moved a change in the proposed
bouiuiary between Texas and New-Mexico. Re-
jected : Yeas, 18 ; Nays, Sli.

.Mr. Foote moved that the 34th parallel of
north latitude be the northern boundary of

Texas throughout. Lost : Yeas, 20 ; Nays, 34.

July 19.—Mr. King moved that the parallel

of 35° 30' be the southern boundary of the

State of California. Rejected: Yeas, 20; Nays,
37.

Mr. Davis, of Mississippi, moved 36° 30'. Re-
jected: Yeas, 23; Nays, 32.

July 23d.—Mr. Turney, of Tenn., moved that

the people of California be enabled to form a

new State Constitution, Lost : Y^eas, 19
;

Navs, 33.

Mr, Jeff. Davis, of Mississippi, moved to add :

And that all laws and usages existing in said Territory,

at the date of its acquisition by the United States, which
deny or obstruct the right of any citizen of the United
States to remove to, and reside in, said Territory, with any
species of property legally held in any of the States of

this Union, be, and are hereby declared to be, null and
void.

This was rejected : Yeas, 22 ; Nays, 33.

Yean—For Davis's amendment

:

Messrs. Atchison, Mo.
Barnwell, S. C.

Bell, Tenn.
Berrien, Ga.
Butler, S. C.

Clemens, Ala,

Davis, Miss.

Dawson, Ga.
Downs, La.
Houston, Texas.
Hunter, Va.

Nays—Against Davis's amendment

:

Messrs. Badger, N. C. Foote, Miss.

Baldwin, Conn, Greene, K. I.

Benton, Mo. Hale, N. H.
Bradbury, Me. Hamlin, Me.
Bright, Ind. Jones, Iowa,
Cass, Mich. Miller, N. J.

Chase, Ohio. Norris, N. H.
Clarke, R. I. Pearce, Md.
Clay, Ky. Seward, N. Y.

Cooper, Pa. Shields, 111.

Davis, Mass. Smith, Conn.
Dayton, N. J. Spruance, Del.

Dickinson, N. Y, Sturgeon, Pa.
Dodge, Wise. Upham, Vt.

Dodge, Iowa. Wales, Del.

Belch, Midi. Walker, Wise.
Whitcomb, Ind.—33.

Aug. 10.—The California bill was now taken
up. Mr. Yulee, of Fla., moved a substitute,

remanding California to a territorial condition,

and limiting her southern boundary. Rejected :

Yeas, 12 (all Southern) ; Nays, ob.

Mr. J'oote moved a like project, cutting off

so much of California as lies south of 3G deg.

3(1 min., and erecting it into the Territory of

Colorado, Rejected : Yeas, 13 (ultra Southern)

;

Nays, 29.

Aug. 12.—Still another propci>iiion to limit

King, Ala.

Mangum, N. C,

Mason, Va.
Morton, Fla.

Pratt, Md.
Rusk, Texas.
Sebastian, Ark.
Soule, La.

Turney, Tenn.
LTuderwood, Ky.
Yulee, Fla.—22.
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California south nardly, bv tlie line of ?.G de<r.
i

30 niin., wa5< made by Mr. Tiiniey, and reiected :
|

Yeas, 20 (all Southern); Nays,' 30. After di-

j

feaiiug Southern motions to adjourn, postpone, I

and lay on the table, the bill was engrossed for I

n third reading : Yeas, 33 (all the Senators from
|

Free States, with Bell, Benton, Ilouston, Spru-

j

ance, Wales and Underwood); Xays, 19 (all]

from Slave States). Mr. Clay still absent, en-

deavoring to restore his failing health.

Aiif/. 13.—The California bill passed its third

reading: Yeas, 34; Nays, 18 (all Southern).

Anp. 14.—The Senate now took up the bill or-

ganizing the Territories of New Mexico and Utah

(as it was originally reported, prior to its inclu-

sion in Mr. Clay's " Omnibus").

Mr. Chase, of Ohio, moved to amend the bill

by inserting :

Nor shall tliere be in said Territory either Slavery or

involuntary servitude, otherwise than in the punishment
of criiues whereof the parly shall have been duly con-
victed to have been personally guilty.

WhicV. was rejected : Yeas, 20 ; Nays, 25.

The bill was then reported complete, and
passed to be engrossed.

Aitff. 15.—Said bill had its third reading,

and was finally passed; Yeas, 27 ; Nays, 10.

[The Senate proceeded to take up, consider,

mature, and pass the Fugitive Slave bill, and
the bill excluding the Slave-Trade from the

District of Columbia; but the history of these

is but remotely connected with our theme].

We return to tlie House.

Aug. 2S.—The California bill was taken up,

read twice, and committed.

The Te.xas bill coming up, Mr. Inge, of Ala.

objected to it, and a vote was taken on its rejec-

tion : Yeas, 34; Nays, 168 ; so it was not rejected.

Mr. Boyd, of Ky., moved to amend it so as to

create and define thereby the Territories of

New-Mexico and Utah, to be slaveholding or

not as their people shall determine when they
shall come to fortn State governments. [In

otiher words, to append the bill organizing the

Territory of New Me.xico to the Texas bill.]

Sc/jt 7.—The California bill now came up.

Mr. Boyd moved his amendment already moved
to the Texas bill. Mr. Vinton, of Ohio, declared

it out of order. The Speaker again ruled it in

order. Mr. Vinton appealed, and the House
overruled the Speaker: Yeas (to sustain), 87;
Nay.'', 115.

Mr. Jacob Thompson, of Miss., moved to cut

off from California all below 36" 30'. Rejected:
Y'eas, 76 ; Nays, 131.

The bill was now ordered to a third reading

:

Yeas, 151 ; Nays, 57, and then passed : Yeas,

150; Nays, 56 (all Southern).

The Senate bill organizing the Territory of

Utah (without restriction as to Slavery) was
then taken up, and rushed through the same
day : Yeas, 97 ; Nays, 85. [The Nays were
mainly Northern Free Soil men ; but some
Southern men, for a difl'erent reason, voted
with them].

Sept. 9.—The House having returned the

Texas Boundary bill, with an amendment (Linn
Boyd's), including the bill organizing the Ter-

rito"y of New Mexico therein, the Senate
proceeded to consider and agree to the same :

Yeas, 31 ; Nays, 10, namely;

Messrs. Baldwin, Conn.,
lienlon. Mo.,
Chase, Ohio,
Davis, Mass.,
Dodge, \Vis.,

Ewins, Ohio,

Hitinlin .Me.,

Seward, N. Y.,

Upham, Vt.,

AVinlhrop, Mass.

So all the bills originally included in Mr.

Clays "Omnibus" were passed— two of them in

the same bill—after the Senate had once voted

to sever them.

THE KANSAS-XKBR.XSKA STntjrjOI.K.

Out of the Louisiana Territory, since the ad-

mission first of Louisiana and then of Missouri

as Slave States, there had been formed the Ter-

ritories of Arkansas, Iowa, and Minnesota ; the

first without, and the two others with, Congres-

sional inhibition of Slavery. Arkansas, in due

course, became a Slave, Iowa and Minnesota

Free States. The destiny of one tier of States,

fronting upon, and westward of, the .Mississippi,

was thus settled. What should be the fate of

the next tier?

The region lying immediately westward of

Missouri, with much Territory north, as well as

a more clearly defined district south of it, was
long since dedicated to the uses of the Aborigines

—not merely those who had originally inhabited

it, but the tribes from time to time removed
from the States eastward of the .Mississippi.

Very little, if any, of it was legally open to

settlement by Whites; and, with the exception

of the few and small military and trading posts

thinly scattered over its surface, it is probable

that scarcely two hundred white families were

located in the spacious wilderness bounded by
Missouri, Iowa, and Minnesota on the east, the

British possessions on the north, the crest of the

Rocky Mountains on the west, and the settled

portion of New-Mexico and the line of 36*^ 30'

on the south, at the time when Mr. Douglas

first, at the session of 1852-3, submitted a bill

organizing the Territory of Nebraska, by which

title the region above bounded had come to be

vaguely indicated.

This region was indisputably included within

the scope of the exclusion of Slavery from all

Federal Territory north of 36'^ 30', to which the

South had assented by the terms of the Mis-

souri compact, in order thereby to secure the

admission of Missouri as a Slave State. Nor
was it once intimated, during the long, earnest,

and searching debate in the Senate on the Com-
promise Measures of 1850, that the adoption of

those measures, whether together or separately,

would involve or imply a repeal of the Missouri

Restriction. We have seen on a former page

how Mr. Clay's original suggestion of a Compro-

mise, which was substantially that ultimately

adopted, was received by the Southern Senators

who spoke on its introduction, with hardly a

qualification, as a virtual suriender of all that

the South had ever claimed with respect to the

new Territories. And, from the beginning to

the close of the long and able discussion which

followed, neither friend nor foe of the Compro-

mises, nor of any of them, hinted that one

effect of their adoption would be the lifting of

the Missom-i restriction from the Territory now
covered by it. When the Compromises of 1850

were accepted in 1852 by the National Conven-

tions af the two great parties, as a settlement

of the distracting controversy therein contem-
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plated, no hint was added tbat the Nebraska
rej;ioii was opened thereby to Slavery.

Several petitions for the organization of a

Territory westward of Missouri and Iowa were
presented at tlie set-sion of 1851-2, but no de-

cisive action taken thereon, until the next ses-

sion, when,
Dec. Vith.—yLv. W. P. Hall, of Alo., pursuant

to notice, submitted to the House a bill to organ-

ize the Territory of Platte, which was read

twice, and sent to the Committee on Territories.

From that Commiitee,
Feb. 2d, 1833.—Mr. W. A. Richardson, of 111.,

reported a bill to organize the Territory of

Nebraska, wliich was read twice and com-
mitted.

Feb. 9th.—The bill was ordered to be taken

out of Committee, on motion of \V. P. Hall.

Feb. lOth.—The bill was reported from the

Committee of the Whole to the House, with a

recommendation that it do not pass.

Mr. Richardson moved the previous question,

which prevailed.

Mr. Letcher, of Va., m#ved that the bill do lie

on the table. Lost: Yeas, 49 (^mainly Southern)

;

Nays, 107.

The bill was then engrossed, read a third

time, and passed. Yeas, 98 ; Nays, 43, (as

before.)

Feb. llth.—The bill reached the Senate
and was referred to the Comniittee on Terri-

tories.

Feb. nth.—Mr. Douglas reported it without

amendment.
Jfarch 2d.—(Last day but one of the session),

Mr. Douglas moved that the bill be taken up:
Lost: Yeas, 20; (all Northern but Atchison and
Geyer, of Mo.;) Nays, 25; (21 Southern, 4
Northern.)

March Zrd.—Mr. Douglas again moved that

the bill be taken up.

Mr. Borland, of Ark., moved that it do lie on
the table. Carried : Yeas, 2o ;

(all Southern but

4 ;) Nays, 17
;

(all Northern but Atchison and
Geyer.; So the bill was put to sleep lor the

session.

On the motion to take up—Mr. Rusk of Texas
objecting—Mr. Atcliison said:

I must ask the indulgence of the Senate to say one
word in relation to this matter. Perhaps there is not a
State in the Union more deeply inteiested in this ques-
tion tlian the State of Missouri. If not the largest, I will

say the best, portion of that Territory, perhaps the only
portion of it that in half a century will become a State,

lies immediately west of the Slate of Missouri. It is

only a question of time, whether we will organize the
Territory at this session of Congress, or whether we will

do it at the next session ; and, for my own part, I

acknowledge now that, as the Senator from Illinois well
knows, when I came to this city, at the beginning of the
last session, I was perhaps as much opposed to the pro-
position, as the Senator from Texas now is. The Senator
from Iowa knows it ; and it was for /•easons which I
will not now mention or suggent. But, sir, I have
from reQection and investigation ia ray own mind, and
from the opinions of others—ray constituents, whose
opinions I aur bound to respect—come to the conclusion
that now is the time for the organization of this Terri-

tory. It is the most propitious time. The treaties with
the various Indian tribes, the titles to whose possessions
must be extinguished, can better be made now than at
any future time ; for, as the question is agitated, and as
it is understood, white men, speculators, will interpose,
and interfere, and the longer it is postponed the more
we will have to fear from them, and the more difHcult it.

will be to extinguish the Indian title in that country,
and the harder the terms to be imposed. Therefore,
Mr. President, for this reason, without going into detail.

I am willing now that the question shall be taken,
whether we will proceed to the consideration of the bill

or not.

The meaning is here diplomatically veiled,

yet is perfectly plain. Gen. Atchison had been
averse to organizing this Territory until he
could procure a relaxation of the Missouri Re-
striction as to Slavery ; but, seeing no present
hope of this, he was willing to waive the point,

and assent to an organization under a bill silent

with respect to Slavery, and of course leaving

the Missouri Restriction unimpaired.

Gen. Pierce was inaugurated President on the
4th March, 1853.

The XXXIIId Congress assembled at Wash-
ington, Dec. 5th, 1853, with a largo Adminis-
tration majority in either House. Linn Boyd
of Ky., was chosen Speaker of the House.
The President's Annual Message contained the

following allusion to the subject of Slavery :

It is no part of my purpose to give prominence to any
subject which may properly be regarded as set at rest by
the deliberate judgment of the jieople. But, while the
present is bright with promise, and the future full of de-
mand and inducements for the exercise of active intelli-

gence, the past can never be without useful lessons of
admonition and instruction. If its dangers serve not as
beacons, they will evidently fail to fulfill the object of a
wise design. When the grave shall have closed over all,

who are now endeavoring to meet the obligations of duty,
the year 1S50 will be recurred to as a period filled with
anxious apprehension. A successful war had just termi-
nated. Peace brought with it a vast augmentation of
territory. Disturbing questions arose, bearing upon the
domestic institutions of one portion of the confederacy,
and involving the constitutional rights of the States.

But, notwithstandingdifferences of opinion and sentiment
wliich then existed in relation to details, and specific pro-
visions, the acquiescence of distinguished citizens, whose
devotion to the Union can never be doubted, has given
renewed vigor to our institutions, and restored a sense of
repose and security to the public mind througliout the
confederacy. Tliat this repose is to suffer no shock
during my official term, if I have power to avert it, those
who placed me here may be assured.

Dec. 15.—Mr. A. C. Dodge of Iowa submitted
to the Senate a bill (No. 22) "To organize the
Territory of Nebraska," which was read twice,

and referred to the Committee on Territories.

Jan. 4.—Mr. Douglas, from said Conimittee,

reported said bill witL amendments, which were
printed. He said in his Report

:

The principal amendments which your committee
deem it their duty to commend to the favorable action of
the Senate, in a special report, are those in which the
principles established by the Compromise Measures of

1S50, so far as they are applicable to territorial organisa-
tions, are proposed to be affirmed, and carried into

practical operation within the limits of the new Terri-

tory. . . .

With a view of conforming their action to what they
regard as the settled policy of the Government, sanc-
tioned by the approving voice of the American People,
your Committee have deemed it their duty to incorporate
and perpetuate, in their territorial bill, tlie principles and
spirit of those measures. If any other consideration
were necessary to render the propriety of tliis course
imperative upon the Committee, they may be found in

the fact that the Nebraska country occupies the same
relative position to the Slavery question, .as did New
Mexico and Utah, when those Territories were organized.

It was a disputed point, whether Slavery was jiro-

hibited by law in the country acquired from Mexico.
On tlie one hand, it was contended, as a legal proposi-
tion, that Slavery having been prohibited by the enact-
ments of Mexico, according to the laws of nations, we
received the country with all its local laws and domestic
institutiims attached to the soil, .so far as tliey did not
conflict with the Constitution of the United States; and
that a law either protecting or prohibiting Slavery, was
not repugnant to that instrument, as was evidenced by
the fact that one-half of the States of the Union tolerated.
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while the other half prohibited, the institution of Slavery.

On tlie other hand, it was insisted tluit, by virtue of tlie

Constitution of the United States, every citiien had a

right to remove to any Territory of the Union, and carry

his property with him under the protection of law,

whether tliat property consisted of persons or things.

The difficulties arising from this diversity of opinion were
greatly aggravated by tlie fact that there were many
persons on both sides of tlie legal controversy, who were
unwilling to abide the decision of the courts on the legal

matters in dispute ; thus, among those who claimed that

the Mexican laws were still in force, and, consequently,

that Slavery was already prohibited in those Territories

by valid enactments, tiiere were many who insisted upon
Congress making the matter certain, by enacting another

prohibition. In liiie manner, some of those who argued
that Mexican law had ceased to have any binding force,

and that the Constitution tolerated and protected Slave

property in those Territories, were unwilling to trust the

decision of the courts upon the point, and insisted that

Congress should, by direct enactment, remove all legal

obstacles to the introduction of Slaves into those Territo-

ries. . . .

Your Committee deem it fortunate for the peace of

the country, and the security of the Union, that the con-

troversy then resulted in the adoption of the Compro-
mise Measures, which the two great political parties,

with singular unanimity, have affirmed as a cardinal

article of their faith, and proclaimed to the world as a
final settlement of the controversy and an end of the

agitation. A due respect, therefore, for the avowed
opinions of Senators, as well as a proper sense of pa-

triotic duty, enjoins upon your Committee the propriety

and necessity of a strict adherence to the principles, and
even a literal adoption of the enactments of that adjust-

ment, in all their territorial bills, so far as the same are

not locally inapplicable. These enactments embrace,
among other things, less material to the matters under
consideration, the following provisions:

When admitted as a State, the said Territory, or any
portion of the same, shall be received into the Union,
with or without Slavery, as their constitution may pre-

scribe at the time of their admission
;

That the legislative power and authority of said Terri-

tory shall be vested in the Governor and a Legislative

Assembly.
That the Legislative power of said Territory shall

extend to all rightful subjects of legislation, consistent

with the Constitution of the United States, and the pro-

visions of this act ; but no law shall be passed interfering

with the primary disposal of the soil ; no tax shall be
imposed upon the property of the United States; nor
shall the lands or other property of non-residents be
taxed higher than the lands or other property of resi-

dents.

Jan. 24.—The bill thus reported was con-

sidered ia Committee of the Whole and post-

poned to Monday next, when it was made the

order of the day.

The bill was further considered Jan. 31st,

Feb. 3d, Feb. oth, and Feb. 6th, when an amend-
ment reported by Mr. Douglas, declaring the

Missouri Restriction on Slavery " inoperative

and void," being under consideration, Mr. Chase,

of Ohio, moved to strike out the assertion that

said Restriction

"was superseded by the principles of the legislation of

1S50, commonly called the Compromise Measures."

This motion was defeated by Yeas, 13 ; Nays,

SO.

Feb. 15.—The bill having been discussed daily

until now, Mr. Douglas moved to strike out of

his amendment the words above quoted (which

the Senate had refused to strike out on Mr.

Chase's motion,) and insert instead the fol-

lowing :

Which being inconsistent yith the principle of Non-in-
tervention by Congress with Slavery iii the States and
Territories, as recognized by the legislation of 1850, (com-
nionly called the Compromise Measures,) is hereby declared

inoperative and void ; it being the true intent and mean-
ing of this act not to legislate Slavery into any Territory or

State, nor to exclude it therefrom, but to leave the people

thereof perfectly free to form and regulate their domestic

institutions in their own way, subject only to the Constitu-

tioa of the United States

—

6

which prevailed—Yeas, 25 ; Nays, 10—as fol-

lows :

Yeas—For Douglas's new amendment

:

Gwin,
Hunter,
Johnson,
Jones, of Iowa,
Jones, of Tenn.,
Mason,
Morton,
Norris,

Pearce,
Pettit,

Pratt,

Sebastian,
Slidell,

Stuart,
Thompson, of Ky.,
Toombs,
Weller,

Foot,
Houston,
Seward,
Sumner,
Wade—10.

Messrs. Adams,
Atchison,
Bayard,
Bell,

Benjamin,
Brodhead,
Brown,
Butler,

Cass,
Clayton,
Dawson,
Dixon,
Dodge, of Iowa,
Douglas,
Evans,
Fitzpatrick,

Geyer,
Williams—35.

Nays—Against said amendment

;

Messrs. Allen,

Chase,
Dodge, of Wise,
Everett,
Fish,

[XOTE.—Prior to this move of Mr. Douglas, Mr. Dixon,

(Whig) of Kentucky, had moved to Insert a clause directly

and plainly repealing the Missouri Restriction. Mr. Dixon

thought if that was the object, (and he was in favor of it,) it

should be approached in a direct and manly way. He was
assailed for this in The Union newspaper next morning ; but

his suggestion was substantially adopted by Douglas, after

a brief hesitation. Mr. Dixon's proposition, having been

made in Committee, does not appear In the journal of the

Senate, or it would here be given in terms.]

The bill was further discussed daily until

March 2nd, when the vote was taken on Mr.

Chase's amendment, to add to Sec. 14 the fol-

lowing words

:

Under which fhi people of the Territory, through
thftir appropriate representatives, may, if they see

Jit, prohibit the existence of Slwvery therein—
which was rejected: Yeas, 10; Nays, 36, as

follows

:

Yeas—For Mr. Chase's amendment

:

Messrs. Chase, Hamlin,
Dodge, of Wise, Se\yard,

Fessenden, Smith,

Fish, Sumner,
Foot, Wade—10.

Nays—Against Chase's amendment:

Messrs. Adams, Hunter,
Atchison,. Johnson,

Badger, Jones, of Iowa,
Bell, Jones, of Tenn.,

Benjamin, Mason,
B-odhead, Morton,
Brown, Norris,

Butler, Pettit,

Clay, iC. C), Pratt,

Clayton, Rusk,

Dawson, Sebastian,

Dixon, Shields,

Dodge, of Iowa, Slidell,

Douglas, Stuart,

Evans, Toucey,

Fitzpatrick, Walker,
Gwin, Weller,

Houston, Williams—36.

Mr. Badger, of N. C, moved to add to the

aforesaid section

:

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall h

construed to revive or put in force any law or regu-

lation which may have existed prior to the act of dth

of Mardi, 1820, either protecting, establishing, pro-
hibiting, or abolishing Slavery.

Carried : Yeas, 35 ; Nays, 6.

Mr. Clayton now moved to strike out so much
of said Douglas amendment as permits emigrants
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fi'om Europe, who shall have declared their in-

tention to become citizens, to vote. Carried

:

i'eas, 23 ; Nays, 21—as follows:

Yeas—For Claj'toa's amendment :

Messrs. Adams, Dbcon,
Atchison, Evans,
Badger, Fitzpatrick,

Bell, Houston,
Benjamin, Hunter,
Brodhead, Johnson,
Brown,
Butler,

Clay,
Clayton,
Dawson,

Jones, of Tenn.,
Mason,
Morton,
Pratt,

Sebastian,
SUdell—23.

iVays—Against Clayton's amendment

:

Messrs. Chase, Norris,

Dodge, of Wise, Pettit,

Dodge, of Iowa, Seward,
Douglas, Shields,

Fessenden, Smith,
Fish, Stuart,

Foot, Sumner,
Gwin, Toucey,
Hamlin, AVade,
Jones, of Iowa, AValker,

WiUiaras—21.

Mr. Chase moved to amend, by providing for

the appointment of three Commissioners resid-

ing in tiie Territory to organize the Territory,

divide it into election districts, notify an election

fin the first Monday in September then ensuing,

I'tc , at which election the people should choose
their own Governor, as well as a Territorial Legis-

lature—the Governor to serve for two years, and
tiie Legislature to meet not later than May, 1855.

This extension of the principle of " Squatter

Sovereignty" was defeated—Yeas, 10; Nays, 3().

Mr. Douglas's amendment was then agreed to,

mid the bill reported from the Committee of the

Whole to the Senate.

The question ou the engrossment of the bill was
now reached, and it was carried : Yeas, 29

;

Nays, 12.

March 3.—The rule assigning Fridays for the
consideration of private bills having been sus-

pended, on motion of Mr. Badger, the Senate
proceeded to put the Nebraska-Kansas bill on
its final passage, when a long and earnest de-

bate ensued. At a late hour of the night Mr.
Seward, of New York, addressed the Senate, in

opposition to the bill, as follows :

Mr. PRESroENT : I rise with no purpose of further re-
sisting or even delaying the passage of this bill. Let its

advocates have only a little patience, and they will soon
reach the object for which they have struggled so earnestly
and so long. The sun has set for the last time upon the
guaranteed and certain liberties of all the unsettled and
unorganized portions of the American continent that lie

within the jurisdiction of the United States. To-morrow's
sun will rise in dim eclipse over them. How long that ob-
scuration shall last, is known only to the Power that di-

rects and controls all human events. For myself, I know
only this—-that now no human power will prevent its com-
ing on, and that its passing off will be hastened and se-

cured by others than those now here, and perhaps by only
those belonging to future generations.

Sir, it would be almost factious to offer further resist-

ance to this measure here. Indeed, successful resistance
was never expected to be made in this Hall. The Senate-
tloor is an old battle-ground, on wliich have been fought
many contests, and always, at least since 1S20, with fortune
adverse to the cause of equal and universal freedom. We
were only a few here who engaged in that cause in the
beginning of this contest. All that we could hope to do—all that we did hope to do—was to organize and pre-
pare the issue for the House of Representatives, to which
the country would look for its decision as authoritative,
and to awaken the country that it might be ready for the
appeal which would be made, whatever the decision of
Congress might be. We are no stronger now. Only four-

teen at the first, it will be fortunate if, among the ills and
accidents which surround us, we shall maintain that num-
ber to the end.
We are on the eve of the consummation of a great na-

tional transaction—a transaction which will close a cycle
in the history of our country—and it is impossible not to

desire to pause a moment and survey the scene around
us, and the prospect before us. However obscure we may
individually be, our connection with this great transaction
will perpetuate our names for the praise or for the cen-
sure of future ages, and perhaps in regions far remote.
If, then, we had no other motive for our actions than but
that of the honest desire for a just fame, we could not be
indifferent to that scene and that prospect. But individual
interests and ambition sink into insignificance in view of
the interests of our country and of mankind. These inter-

ests awaken, at least in me, an intense solicitude.

It was said by some in the beginning, and it has been
said by others later in this debate, that it was doubtful
whether it would be the cause of Slavery or the cause of
Freedom that would gain advantages from the passage of
this bill. I do not find it necessary to be censorious, nor
even unjust to others, in order that my own course may
be approved. I am sure that the honorable Senator from
Illinois [Mr. Douglas] did not mean that the Slave States
should gain an advantage over the Free States ; for he
disclaimed it when he introduced the bill. I believe In all

candor, that the honorable Senator from Georgia, [Mr.
Toombs,] who comes out at the close of the battle as one
of the chiefest leaders of the victorious party, is sincere in
declaring his own opinion that the Slave States will gain
no unjust advantage over the Free States, because he dis-

claims it as a triumph in their behalf. Notwithstanding
all this, however, what has occurred here and in the
country, during this contest, has compelled a conviction
that Slavery will gain something, and Freedom will endure
a severe, though I hope not an irretrievable, loss. The
slavehokling States are passive, quiet, and content,
and satisfied with the jirospective boon ; and the Free
States are e.xcited and alarmed with fearful forebodings
and apprehensions. The impatience for the speedy pas-
sage of the bill, manifested by its friends, betrays a
knowledge that tliis is the condition of public sentiment in

the Free States. They thought in the beginning that it

was necessary to guard the measure by inserting the
Clayton amendment, which would exclude unnaturalized
foreign inhabitants of the Territories from the riglit of

suffrage. And now they seem willing, with almost perfect
unanimity, to relinquish that safeguard, rather than to

delay the adoption of the prmcipal measure for at most a
year, perhaps for only a week or a day. Suppose that
the Senate should adhere to that condition, which so lately

was thought so wise and so important—what then ? The
bill could only go back to the House of Representatives,
which must either yield or insist ! In the one case or in

the other, a decision in favor of the bill would be secured

;

for even if the House should disagree, the Senate would
have time to recede. But the majority will hazard no-
thing, even on a prospect so certain as this. They will

recede at once, without a moment's further struggle, from
the condition, and thus secure the passage of this bill now,
to-night. Why such haste ? Even if the question were to

go to the country before a final decision here, what would
there be wrong in that? There is no man living who wiU
say that the country anticipated, or that he anticipated,

the agitation of this measure in Congress, when this Con-
gress was elected, or even when it assembled in Decem-
Ijer last.

Under such circumstances, and in the midst of agita-
tion, and excitement, and debates, it is only fair to say,
that certainly the country has not decided in favor of the
bill. The refusal, then, to let the question go to the coun-
try, is a conclusive proof that the Slave States, as repre-
sented here, expect from the passage of this bill what the
Free States insist that they will lose by it—an advantage,
a material advantage, and not a mere abstraction. There
are men in the Slave States, as in the Free States, who in-

sist always too pertinaciously upon mere abstractions. But
that is not the policy of the Slave States to-day. They
are in earnest in seeking for, and securing, an object, and
an important one. I believe they are going to have it. I
do not know how long the advantage gained will last, nor
how great or comprehensive it will be. Every Senator
who agrees with me in opinion must feel as I do—that un-
iler such circumstances he can forego nothing that can be
done decently, with due respect to difference of opinion,
and consistently with the constitutional and settled rules
of legislation, to place the true merits of the question be-
fore the country. Questions sometimes occur which seem
to have two right sides. Such were the (luestions that di-

vided the English nation between Pitt and Fox—such the
contest between the assailant and the defender of Quebec.
The judgment of the world was suspended by its sympa-
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thicg, and seemed ready to descend in liivor of him who .dark side has passed. I feel quite .sure that Slavery at

should be most gallant in conduct. And so, when both most cau get nothing more than Kansas; while Nebras-
fell with equal chivalry on tlie same field, the survivors ka—the wider nonhern region—will, under existing

united in raising a common monument to the glorious but circumstances, escape, for the reason that its soil and
rival memories of Wolfe and Montcalm. Hut tiiis contest! climate are uncongenial with the staples of slave culture

involves a moral question. The Slave States so present it.

They maintain that African Slavery is not erroneous, not

unjust, not inconsistent with the advancing cause of hu-

man nature. Since they so regard it, I do not expect to

see statesmen representing those States inditTerent about

a vindication of this system by the Congress of the United
States. On the other hand, we of the Free States regard
Slavery as erroneous, unjust, oppressive, and therefore

absolutel.v inconsistent with the principles of the American
Constitution and Government. AVho will expect us to be
inditlerent to the decisions of the American people and
of mankind on such an issue ? . . . .

Sir, I am surprised at the pertinacity with which the

honorable Senator from Delaware, mine ancient and hon-
orable friend, [Mr. Clayton,] perseveres in ojiposing the

granting of the right of suflrage to the unnaturalized for-

eigner in the Territories. Congress cannot deny him that

right. Here is the third article of that convention by
which Louisiana, including Kansas and Nebraska, was
ceded to the United States :

" The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be incor-

porated m the Union of the United States, and admitted
as soon as possible, accordmg to the principles of the Fede-
ral Constitution, to the enjoyment of the rights, privileges,

and immunities of the citizens of the United Slates ; and
in the meantime they shall be maintained and protected
in the free enjoyment of their liberty, property, and the

religion they profess."
The inhabitants of Kansas and Nebraska are citizens

already, and by force of this treaty must continue to be,

and as such to enjoy the right of suffrage, whatever laws

you make to the contrary. My opinions are well known,
to wit: That Slavery is not only an evil, but a local one,

iiyurious and ultimately pernicious to society, wherever it

exists, and in conflict with the constitutional principles of

society in tliis country. I am not willing to extend nor to

permit the extension of that local evil into regions now
free within our empire. I know that there are some who
differ from me, and who regard the Constitution of the

United States as an instrument which sanctions Slavery as

well as Freedom. But if I could admit a proposition so in-

congruous with the letter and spirit of the Federal Consti-

tution, and the known sentiments of its illustrious found-
ers, and so should conclude that Slavery was national, I

must still cherish the opinion that it is an evil ; and
because it is a national one, I am the more firndy held and
bound to prevent an increase of it, tending, as I think it

manifestly does, to the weakening and ultimate over-

throw of the Constitution itself, and therefore to the
injury of all mankind. I know there have been States

which have endured long, and achieved much, which
tolerated Slavery ; but that was not the .slaveiy of caste,

like Af. ican Slavery. Such Slavery tends to . emoialize
equally the subjected race and the superior one. It has
been the absence of such Slavery fi om Europe that has
given her nations their superiority over other countries

in that hemisphere. Slavery, wherever it exists, begets
fear, and fear is the parent of weakness. What is the

secret of that eternal, sleepless anxiety in the legislative

halls, and even at the firesides of the Slave States, al-

ways asking new stipulations, new compromises and
abrogation of compromises, new assumptions of power
and abnegations of power, but fear ? It is the apiuehen-
sion, that, even if safe now, they will not always or long

be secure against some invasion or some aggression from
the Free States. What is the secret of the humiliating

part which proud old Spain is acting at this day, tiem-

bling between alarms of American intrusion into Cuba
on one side, and British dictation on the other, but the

fact that, she has cherished Slavery so long and sill

cherishes it, in the last of her American colonial posses-

sions ? Thus far Kansas and Nebraska are safe, under
the laws of liiO, against the introduction of this element
of national debility and decline. The bill before us, as

we are assured, contains a great principle, a glorious

principle; and yet that principle, when fully asce tained,

proves to be nothing less than the subversion of that

security not only within the Territories of Kansas and
Nel>raska, but within all the other present and future

Territories of the United States. Thus it is quite clear

that it is not a principle alone that is involved, but that

ihose who crowd this measure with so much zeal and ea
nestness must expect that either Freedom or Slavery
shall gain soineth.ng by it in those regions. The case,

then, stands thus in Kansas and Nebraska: Fieedoiu

may lose, but certainly can gain nothing; while Slavery
may gain, but as certainly can lose nothing.

—rice, sugar, cotton, and tobacco. Moreover, since the
publ.c atteniion has been so well and so efl'ectuall.v

directed toward the subject, I cherish a hope that
Slavery may be preventeil even from gaining a foothold
in Kansas. Congress only gives consent, but it does not
and cannot introduce Slavery there. Slavery will be
embarrassed h\ its own ove: grasping spirt. No one, I

am sure, anticipates the possible reestablishment of tlie

African Slave-trade. Tlie tide of emigration to Kansas
is therefore to be supplied there solely by the domestic
fountain of slave production. Hut Slavery has also other
regions besides Kansas to be filled from that fountain.
Theie are all of New Mexico and all of Utah already
within the United States; and then there is Cuba, that
consumes slave labor and life as fast as any one of the
slaveholding States can supply it ; and besides these
regions, there remains all of Mexico down to the
Isthmus. The stream of slave labor flowing fiom so
small a fountain, and broken into several divergent
channels will not cover so great a field ; and it is rea-

sonably to be hoped that the part of it nearest to the
North Pole will be the last to be inundated. But African
slave emigration is to compete with free emigration of
white men, and the source of this latter tide is as ample
as the civilization of the two entire continents. The
honorable Senator from Delaware mentioned, as if it

were a startling fact, that twenty thousand European
immigrants arrived in New-York in one month. Sir, he
has stated the fact with too much moderation. On my
return to the capital a day or two ago, I met twelve
thousand of these emig.anis who had arrived in New-
York on one morning, and who had thronged the
churches on the following Sabbath, to return thanks for

dehverance from the perils of the sea, and for their arrival

in the land, not of Slavery but of Liberty. I also thank
God for their escape, and for their coining. They arc
now on their way westward, and the news of the passage
of this bill, preceding them, will speed many of them
toward Kansas and Nebraska. Such arrivals are not
extraordinary—they occur almost every week ; and the
immigration from German.v, from Great Britain, and
from Norway, and from Sweden, during the European
war, will rise to s'x or seven hundred thousand souls in

a year. And with this tide is to be mingled one rapidly
swelling f om Asia and from the islands of the South
Seas. All the immigrants under this bill as the iHouse

of Representatives oveirnling you have ordered, will be
good, loyal, Lberty-loving, Slavery-feaiing citizens.

Come on, then, gentlemen of the Slave States. Since
there is no escaping your challenge, I accept it in behalf
of the cause of Freedom. We will engage in competition
for the virgin soil of Kansas, and God give the victorj'

to the side which is stronger in numbers as it is in right.

There a e, however, earnest advocates of this bill, who
do not expect, and who, I suppose, do not desi.e, that
Slavery shall gain possession of Nebraska. What do
they e.xpect to gain? The honorable Senator fiom
Indiana (Mr. Pettt) says that by thus obliteating the

Missouri Compromise restriction, they will gain a tabula
rasa, on which the inhabitants of Kansas and Nebraska
may write whatever they will. This is the great piinci-

pie of the bill, as lie understands it. AVell, what gain is

there in that? You obliterate a Constitution of Free-

dom. If they write a new constitution of freedom, can
the new be better than the old? If they write a Constitu-

tion of Slavery, will it not be a worse one? I ask the
honorable Senator that. But the honorable Senator says

that the people of Neb: aska will have the privilege of

establishing institutions for themselves. The.v have now
the priv lege of estaldishing f ee institutions. Is it a pri-

vilege, then, to establish Slave -y? If so, what a mockery
are all our Constiiutions. which prevent the inhabitanti

from capriciously subverting free institutions and estab-

lishing institutions of tlavery ! Sir, it is a sophism, a sub-

tlety, to talk of conferring upon a country, already secure

in the blessings of Freedom, the power of self-destruction.

What mankind everywhere want, is not the removal
of the Constitutions of Freedom wluch they have, that

they may make at tliei. pleasure Constitutions of lavery

or of Freedom, but the privilege of retaining Consiitu-

tions of Freedom when tliey ah eady have them, and the
removal of Constitutions of flavery when they have
them, that they may e-tablish Constitutions of Freedom
in their place. We hold on tenaciously to all existing

Constitut ons of Freedu.n. Who denounces any man for

dil gently adhering to such Constitutions? Who would
da:e to denounce any one for disloyalty to our existing

io far as I am conce. ned, the time for looking on the
1
Constitu:ions, if they we c Constitutions of Despotism auU
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;?lavei'y? But it is supposed by some that this principle

is less imporliintin regard to Kansas and Nebraska than

as a general one—a general principle applicable to all

other present and future Territories of the United States.

Do honorable Senators then indeed suppose they are

establishing a principle at all ? If so, I think they

egregiously err, whether the principle is either good or

bad, right or wrong. They are not establishing it, and
cannot establish it in this way. You subvert one law
capriciously, by making another law in its place. That
is all. Will jour law have any more weiglit, authority,

solemnity, or binding force ou future Congresses, than

the first had? You abrogate the law of your predeces-

sors—others will have equal power and equal liberty to

abrogate yours. You allow no barriers around the old

law, to protect it from abrogation. You erect none
around your new law, to stay the hand of future innova-
tors

Sir, in saying that your new principle will not be
established by this bill, I reason from obvious, clear, well

settled principles of human nature. Slavery and Freedom
are autagonistical elements in this country. The
founders of the Constitution framed it with a knowledge
of that antagonism, and suffered it to continue, that it

might work out its own ends. There is a commercial
antagonism, an irreconcilable one, between the systems
of free labor and slave labor. They have been at war
with each other ever since the Government was estab-

lished, and that war is to continue forever. The contest,

when it ripens between these two antagonistic elements.

Is to be settled somewhere ; it is to be settled in the seat

of central power, in the I'ederal Legislature. The Con-
stitution makes it the duty of the central Government to

determine questions, as often as they shall arise, in favor
of one or the other party, and refers the decision of
them to the majority of the votes in the two Houses of
Congress. It will come back here, then, in spite of all

the elforts to escape from it.

This antagonism must end either in a separation of the
antagonistic parties—the Slaveholding States and the
Free Slates—or, secondly, in the complete establishment
of the influence of the Slave power over the Free—or
else, on the other hand, in the establishment of the
superior influence of Freedom over the interests of
Slavery. It will not be terminated by a voluntary seces-
sion of either party. Commercial interests bind the
Slave States and the Free States together in links of gold
that are riveted with iron, and they cannot be broken by
passion or by ambition. Either party will submit to the
ascendency of the other, rather than yield the commer-
cial advantages of this Union. Political ties bind the
Union together—a common necessity, and not merely
a common necessity, but the common interests of
empire—of such empire as the world has never before
seen. The control of the national power is the control
of the great Western Continent ; and the control of this
continent is to be, in a very few years, the controlling in-

fluence in the world. Who is there, North, that hates
Slavery so much, or who. South, tliat hates emancipa-
tion so intensely, that he can attempt, with any hope of
success, to break a Union thus forged and welded to-
gether ? I have always heard, with equal pity and dis-

gust, threats of disunion in the Free States, and similar
threats in the Slaveholding States. I know that men
may rave in the heat of passion, and under great politi-

cal excitement ; but I know that when it comes to a ques-
tion whether this Union shall stand, either with Freedom
or with Slavery, the masses will uphold it, and it will
-tand until some inherent vice in its Constitution, not yet
\isclosed, shall cause its dissolution. Now, entertaining
hese opinions, there are for me only two alternatives,
riz. : eitlier to let Slavery gain unlimited sway, or so to
e.\ert what Uttle power and influence I may have, as to
secure, if I can, the ultimate predominance of Free-
dom

Sir, I have always said that I should not despond,
even if this fearful uieiisure should be eU'ected : nor do I
now despond. Although, reasoning from my present
convictions, I should not have voted for the compromise
of 1S20, I have labored, in the very spirit of those who
established it, to save the landmark of Freedom which it

assigned. I have not spoken irreverently even of the
compromise of 1850, which, as all men know, I opposed
earnestly and with diligence. Nevertheless, I have al-
ways preferred the compromises of the Constitution, and
have wanted no others. I feared all others. This was a
leading principle of the great statesman of the South,
(Mr. Calhoun). Said he :

" I see my way in the Constitution ; I cannot In a, com-
proruUe. Acomproinist- Is butanactof Congrt-sa. Itmaybe
overruled at any lime. It gives us no security. But tlie Cousti-
tulion Is stable. It Is a rock on which we can stanfl, anil on
wrach we can meet our friends from tho noaslaveholding

.it.iti'.s. It is a firm and Stable ground, oil which we can tel-
ler s'and iu opposuloa lofan.iticisiu than oiilhe shifiing sanda
of coinpromist;. Let us be done with compromises. Let U3
!,'o bacli and stand upon the Constitution."

I stood upon this ground in 1S50, defending Freedom
upon it as Mr. Calhoun did in defending Slavery. I was
overruled then, and I have waited since without propos-
ing to abrogate any compromises.

It has been no proposition of mine to abrogate them
now ; but the proposition lias come from another quar-
ter—from an adverse one. It is about to prevail. The
shifting sands of compromise are passing from under my
feet, and they are now, without agency of my own, tak-

ing hold again on the rock of the Constitution. It shall

be no fault of mine if they do not remain firm. This

seems to me auspicious of better days and wiser legisla-

tion. Through all the darkness and gloom of the pre-

sent hour, bright stars are breaking, that inspire me with
hope, and excite me to perseverance. They show that
the day ot compromises has past forever, and that hence-
forward all great questions between Freedom and
Slavery legitimately coming here—and none other can
come—shall be decided, as they ought to be, upon their

merits, by a fair exercise uf legislative power, and not by-

bargains of equivocal ]irudence, if not of doubtful
morality.

Mr. Douglas closed the debate, reiterating

and enforcing the views set forth in his Report
already referred to ; and at last the vote was
taken, and the bill passed: Yeas, 37; Nays,

14 ; as follows :

l'«as—For the Kansas-Nebraska bill

:

Messrs. Adams,
Atchison,
Badger,
Bayard,
Benjamin,
Brodhead,
Brown,
Butler,
Cass,

Clay, of Ala.,
,

Dawson,
Dixon,
Dodge, of Iowa,
Douglas,
Evans,
Fitzpatrick,

Geyer,
trwin,

Williams-

2vays—Against the said bill

:

Messrs. Bell,

Chase,
Dodge, of Wise,
Fesseuden,
Fish,

Foot,
Hamlin,

Hunter,
Johnson,
Jones, of Iowa,
Jones, of Tenn.,
Mason,
Morton,
Norris,

Pettit,

Pratt,

Kusk,
Sebastian,
Shields,

Slidell,

Stuart,
Thompson, of Ky.
Thomson, of N. J.,

Toucey,
WeUer,
-37.

Houston,
James,
Seward,
Smith,
Sumner,
Wade,
Walker—14.

So the bill was passed, and its title declared

to be "An Act to organize the Territories of
Nebraska and Kansas," and the Senate ad-

journed over to the Tuesday following.

In the House, a bill to organize the Territory

of Nebraska had been noticed on the first day
of the session, by Mr. John G. Miller, of Mo.,
who introduced it December 22d.

Jan.. 24th.—Mr. Giddings gave notice of a
bill to organize said Territory.

Ja7i. Sij.—Mr. Pringle, of N. Y., endeavored
to have tlie bill passed at the last session (leav-

ing the Mis.^ouri Restriction intact), reported by
the Committee on Territories; but debate arose,

and iiis resolution lay over.

Jail. 31.—Mr. Richard.'^on, of 111., chairman
of the Coinniittee on 'I'crritories, reported a

bill "To organize the Territories of Nebraska
and Kansas," which was read twice and com-
mitted.

Mr. Richardson's bill was substantially Mr.
Douglas's last bill, and was accompanied by no
report. Mr. English, of Ind., submitted the
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views of a minority of said Committee on Ter-

ritories, proposing, without argument, the two
following amendments:

1. Amend the section defining the boundary
of Kansas, so as to make " the summit of the

Rocky Mountains" the western boundary of

Siiid Territory.

2. Strike out of the 14th and S4th sections of

said bill all after the -words " United States,"

and insert in each instance (the one relating to

Kansas, and the other to Nebraska) as fol-

lows :

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so con-
strued as to prevent the people of said Territory, through
the properly constituted legislative authority, fi ora pass-
ing such laws, in relation to the institution of Slavery, as
they may deem best adapted to their locality, and most
conducive to their happiness and welfare ; and so much
of any existing act of Congress as may conflict with the
above right of the people to regulate their domestic
institutions in their own way, be, and the same is here-
by, repealed.

This appears to have been an attempt to give

practical effect to the doctrine of Squatter
Sovereignty ; but it was not successful.

J/ay S//t.—On motion of Air. Richardson, the

House—Yeas, 109 ; Nays, 88—resolved itself

into a Committee of the Whole, and took up
the bill (House No. 236) to organize the Terri-

tories of Nebraska and Kansas, and discussed it

—Mr. Olds, of Ohio, in the chair.

On coming out of Committee, Mr. George W.
Jones, of Tenn., moved that the rules be sus-

pended so as to enable him to move tlie print-

ing of Senate bill (,No. 22, passed the Senate as

aforesaid) and the amendment now pending to

the House bill. No quorum voted—adjourned.

May 9th.—This motion prevailed. After de-

bate in Committee on the Kansas-Nebraska bill,

the Committee found itself without a quorum,
and thereupon rose and reported the fact to the

House—only 106 Members were found to be

present. After several fruitless attempts to ad-

journ, a call was ordered and a quorum ob-

tained, at 9 P.M. At 10, an adjournment pre-

vailed.

J/a?/ loth.—Debate in Committee continued.

Jfai/ llth.—Mr. Richardson moved that all

debate in Committee close to-morrow at noon.

Mr. English moved a call of the House : Re-
fused ; Yeas, 88 ; Nays, 97.

Mr. Mace moved that Mr. Richardson's mo-
tion be laid on the table : Defeated. Yeas, 95

;

Nays 100.

Mr. Edgerton, of Ohio, moved a call of the

House. Refused: Yeas, 45 ; Nays, 80.

The day was spent in what has come to be
called " Filibustering "—that is, the minority

moving adjournments, calls of the House, ask-

ing to be excused from voting, taking appeals,

etc., etc. In the midst of this, Mr. Richardson
withdrew his original motion, and moved in-

stead that the debate in Committee be closed

in five minutes after the House shall have re-

sumed it.

The hour of noon of the 12th having arrived,

Mecsrs. Dean and Banks raised points of order

as to the termination of the legislative day.

The Speaker decided that the legislative day
could only be terminated by the aiijournment

of the House, except by constitutional conclu-

sion of the session. Mr. Banks appealed, but

at length withdrew his appeal.

Finally, at 11.^ o'clock, p.m., of Friday, lith,

after a continuous sitting of thirty-six hours,

the House, on motion of Mr. Richardson, ad-

journed.

J/av liith.—The House sat but two hours,

and ett'ected nothing.

J/r/y 15^//.—Mr. Richardson withdrew his de-

mand for the Previous Question on closing the

debate, and moved instead that the debate

close at noon on Friday the 19th instant. This

he finally modified by substituting Saturday the

20th ; and in this shape his motion prevailed by
a two-thirds majority—Yeas, 137 ; Nays, (16—

the following opponents of the bill voting for

the motion, namely

:

5Iai»f.—Thomas J. D. Fuller, Samuel Mayall—2.

New-Hampsuike.—Geo. W. Kittredge, Geo. W. Mor-
rison—2.

MASSACHrsETTs.—Nathaniel P. Banks, jr.—1.

CoNNECTiccT.—Origen S. Seymour—1.

New-Yokk.— Gilbert Dean. Charles Hughes—2.

Pennsylvania.—Michael C. Trout—1.

Ohio —Alfred P. Edgevton, Harvey H. Johnson, An-
drew Ellison, \Villiain D. Lind^ley, Thomas llichey—5.

Indiana.—Andrew J. Haiian, Daniel Mace—2.

Illinois.—John Wentworth—1.

Michigan —David A. N'oble, Hestor L. Stevens—2.

Wisconsin.—John B. Macy—

1

Virginia.—John S. Millson—1.

Total—21.

Mr. Richardson, having thus got in his reso-

lution to close the debate, put on the previous

question again, and the House—Yeas, 113;
Navs, 59—agreed to close the debate on the

20th.

Debate having been closed, the opponents of

the measure expected to defeat or cripple it by
moving and taking a vote in Committee on
various propositions of amendment, kindred to

those moved and rejected in the Senate ; some
of which it was believed a majority of the

House would not choose (or dare) to 'vote

down; and, though the names of those voting

on one side or the other in Committee of the

Whole are not recorded, yet any proposition

moved and rejected there, may be renewed ia

the House after taking the bill out of commit-
tee, and is no longer cut off by the Previous

Question, as it formerly was. But, when the

hour for closing debate in Committee had
arrived, Mr. Alex. H. Stephens moved that the

enacting clause of the bill be stricken out ; which
was carried by a rally of the friends of the

bill, and of course cut off all amendments. The
bill was thus reported to the House with its

head off; when, after a long struggle, the

House refilled to agree to the report of the Com-
mittee of the Whole—Yeas, (for agreeing) 97

;

Nays, 117—bringing the House to a direct vote

on the engrossment of the bill.

Mr. Richardson now moved an amendment,
which was a substitute for the whole bill, being

substantially the Senate's bill, with the clause

admitting aliens, who have declared their in-

tention to become citizens, to the right of suf-

frage. He thereupon culled the Previous Ques-

tion, which the House sustained—Yeas, 116
;

Nays, 90—when the House adopted his amend-
jnent—Yeas, 115; Nays, 95—and proceeded to

engross the bill—Yeas, 112; Nays, 99—when
he" put on the Previous Question again, and
passed the bill finally—Yeas, 113 ; Nays. Jt;0

—

as follows

:
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Yeas— 113.

from the free statks.

Maine.—Moses McDonald—1.

Nh w-Hampshike—Harry Hibbard—1.

CONNKCTICUT.—Colju M. Ingei'SoU— 1.

ViiRU.'NT.—^07te. Massachusetts.—iVon«.
EaoDK Island.—JVone.
Nkw.York.—Thomas W. Cumraing, Francis B. Ciit-

tinR, Peter Rowe, John J. Taylor, M iUiara M. Tweed,

Hiram Walbridge, 'WiUiam a Walker, Mike Walsh, Theo.

K. Westbrook—y.

Pennsylvania.— Samuel A. Bridges, John L. Dawson,

Tliomas B. Florence, J. Clancy Jones, William II. Kurtz,

John .McNair, Asa Packer, John Bobbins, jr.. Christian

M. tftraub, William H. Witte, llendrick B. Wright—11.

Nkw-Jeksky-Samuel Lilly, George Vail—2.

Ohio.- David T. Disney, Frederick W. Green, Edson
B. Olds, Wilson Shannon— 4.

Indiana.—John G. Davis, Cyrus L. Dunham, Norman
Eddy, William II. English, Thomas A. Hendricks, Jam'es

H. Lane, Smith Miller— 7.

Illinois.—James C. Allen, Willis Allen, Wm. A. Kicb-

ardson—3.

MicHiQiN.—Samuel Clark, David Stuart—2.

Iowa.—Bernhart Henn—1. ,

Wisconsin.—J^one.
California.—Milton S. Latham, J. A. McDougall—2.

Total—44.

FROM THE SLATE STATES.

Delaware.—George R. Riddle—1.

Maryland.—WiUiam T. Hamilton, Henry Slay, Jacob
Shower, Joshua Vansant—4.

Virginia.—Thomas H. Bayly, Thomas S. Bocock, John
S. Caskie, Henry A. Edmundson, Charles J. Faulkner,

William O. Goode, Zedekiah Kidwell, John Letcher,

Paul us Powell, William Smith, John F. Snodgrass— 11.

North Carolina.—William S. Ashe, Burton Craige,

Thomas L. Clingman, John Kerr, Thos. Ruffin, Henry
M. Shaw— 6.

SoorH Carolina.—William W. Boyce, President S.

Brooks, James L. Orr— 3.

Georgii.—David J. Bailey, Elijah W. Chastain, Alfred
H. Colquitt, Junius HiUyer, David A. Jieese, Alex. H.
Stephens —

6

Alabama.—James Aherorombie, Williamson R. AV.

Cobb, James F. Dowdell, Sampson W. Harris, George S.

Houston, Philip Phillips, William R. Smith—7.

Mississippi.— William S. Barry, William Barksdale,
Otho R. Singleton, Daniel B. Wright—4.

Louisiana.—William Dunbar, Roland Jones, John Per-

kins, jr.—

3

Kentucky.—John C. Breckinridge, James S. Chris-

man, Leander M. Cox, Clement H. Uill, John M. Elliot,

Benj. E. Grey, Williain Freston, Richard H. Stanton
—8.
Tennessee.—William M. Churchwell, George Vf. Jones,

CItarles Ready, Samuel A. Smith, Frederick P. Stanton,
Felix ZolUcoffer—6.

Missouri.—Alfred W. Lamb, James J. Lindley, John
Q. Miller, Mordecai Oliver, John S. Phelps—5.

Akkasnas.—Alfred B. Greenwood, Edwin A. Warren—2.

Florida.—Augustus E. Maxwell—1.

Texas.—Peter H. Bell, Geo. W. Smyth—2. Total—69,

Total, Free and Slave States—lia.

Xays—100.

free states.

Maine.—Samuel P. Benw^i, E. Wilder Farley, Tho-
mas J. D. Fuller, Samuel Mayall, Inrael Wa^shbuni, jr.
—5.
New Hampshire.—George W. Kittredge, George W.

Morrison—2.

Massachusetts.—Natlianiel P. Banks, jr., Harnuel L.
Crocker, Alex. De Witt, Edward lHchiivson,J. Wiley
Edminhdi. Thomas D. Elini, John Z. Goodrich, Charloa
W. Upham, Samuel II. Walley, Tappan Wentworth—
10.

Rhode Island.—Thomas Davis, Benjamin B. Thurston
—2.

Connecticut.—Nathan Belcher, James T. Pratt, Origen
S. feymour—3.

Vermont.—t/awe* Meacham, Alvah Sabin, Andrew
Tracy—Z.

New YottK.—Henry Bennett. Davis Carpenter, G'l-

ben Dean, Caleb l..yiin, Reiiiieii E. Fenton, Thomas T.

Flagler, George Hastiiig-i, Solomon G linden, Cli;irli--!

\£ugiies,Diinit-l T. Jones, Omamus B. Matteson, EMvin

B. Morgan, Williain Murray, Andrew Oliver, Jared V.

Peck, Ruins \V. I'ccktiain, Bishop Perkins, Benjamin
Pringle, liassell Sage, George A. Simmons, Gukkit
S.MITU, John Wheeler—22.

Nkw-Jeksey.—Alex. C. M. Pennington, CharL-s Skul-

toii, Naliiau T. Siraiton—3.

Pennsylvania.—Jos--ph R. Chandler, Carlton B. Cur-
tis, John Dick, Augustus Drum, William, Ererhart,
Jiimes Gaiiilile, G.tUi-lia A. Grow, Jnuite E lliexier.

Thomas M. Iloue, John McQidloch. Ner Middle>ni}iirih,

David Ritchie, Samuel L. Russell, Michael 0. Tmut

—

14.

Ohio.—Edivard Ball, Lewis D. Campbell, Allred P.

Eilgerton, Andrew Kllismi, JiisuUA R. (iiDDisas,, Aaron
Harlan. John Scott Harrison, H. H. Johnsmi, William

D. Liiidsey, Jl. 11. Nichols, Ihoiuas Richey, William R.
Sapp, Audrey/ Stuart, John L. Taylor, Edward Wadb
—15.

Indiana.—Andrew J. Harlan, Daniel Mace, Sam^uel
W. Parker— -A.

Illinois.— t/iimea Knox, Jesse 0. Norton, Elihu B.
Washburne, io\\i\ Wentworth, iJiu/iovrf Yates— i>.

Michigan.—David A. Noble, Hestor L. Slevcn-i—2.

Wisconsin.-Benjamin C. Ea-stman, Daniel Wells, jr.

—

2

Iowa.— i\^o?i,e.

California.—Kone. Total—91.

SOUTUBRN STATES.

ViBGlMlA.—John S. Millsnn—1.

North C&B.ohi}i\.—Richard C. Paryear, Sion H.
Rogers—2.

Tennessee.—Robert M. Bugg. Wil/iam CuUom Emer-
son Etheridge, Natha/niel G. Taylor—i.

Louisiana.— Theodore G. Hunt— I.

Missouri.— Thomas H. Beutnn— I.

Other Southrrn- ijtates.—None. Total—9.

Total, Free and Slave States—100.

Absent, or not voting—21.

N. Es'GLAND States.— IFiV/e'am Appleton, of Mass.—1.

New-York.— Geo. W. Chase, James Maurice—2.

Pennsylvania.—iVo»e.
New-Jersey.—None.
Ohio.—George Bliss, Moses B Coricin—2.

Illi.vois.—Wm. H. Bissell— 1.

California.—None.
Indiana.—Eben M. Chamberlain—1.

Michigan.—None.
Iowa.—John P. Cook—1.

WiscoNSi.N.—John B. Macy—1.

Total from Free States—9.

Maryland.— t/b/wi. R. Franklin, Augustus B. Sailers
2.

Virginia.—Fayette McMulIen—1.

North Carolina.—None.
Delaware.—None.
South Carolina.—Wm. Aiken, Lawrence M. Keitt,

John McQueen—3.

Gkorgia.—Wm. B. W. Dent, James L. Seward—2.

Alabama.— .yo?!e.

Mississippi.—Wiley P. Harris—1.

Kentucky.—Linn Boyd, (^\->ita.\itr,) Presley Ewing—2.

Missouri.—Sarnuel Carutherif—1.

Arkansas.—None. Florida.—None.
Texas.—None. Tennessee—None.
Louisiana.—None.

Total from Slave States— 12.

Whigs in Italics. Abolitionists in small capitals.
Democrats in Roman.

May 23(Z.—The bill being thus sent to the

Senate (not as a Senate but as a House bill),

was sent at once to the Committee of the '\7hole,

and there briefly considered.

May lAth.—Mr. Pearce, of Maryland, moved
to strike out the clause in section 5, which ex-

tends the right of suffrage to

those who shall have declared on oath their Inten-
tion to become such, [citisons] and shall have taken an
oath to support the Constitution of the Unitey States, and
the provisions of this act.

Negatived—Yeas : Bayard, Bell, Brodhead,
Brown, Clayton, Pearce, and Thompson of

Kentucky. Nays, 41.

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed



THE KAXSAS-XEBRASKA STRUGGLE. 87

for a third readiii

follows :

Yeas—For Engrossin

Messrs. Atchison, Mo .

Badger, N. C,
Me/iija-min, La.,
liioillieail, Pa.,
Brown, Miss

,

llutler, S. C,
Cass, Mich.,
Clay, Ala.,

Dawson, Ga.,
Douglas, 111.,

Fitzpatrick, Ala.,

Gwin, Cal.,

Hunter, Va.,
Johnson, Ark.,
Jones, Iowa,
Jones, Tenii.,

Mallory, Fla.,

Yea.s. 35 ; Navs, 13, as

Mason, Va.,

Mortvn. Fla
,

Norris, N. II.,

Fenrce, Md.,
Petlit, Iiid.,

Pratt, Md.,
Kusk, Texas,
Sebastian, Ark.,
Shields. 111.,

Slidell, La.,

Smart, Mich.,
Thompson, Ky.,
Thomson, N. J.,

Toombs, Ga.,
Toucey, Ct.,

AVeller, Cal.,

AVilliauis, N. II.,

Wright, N. J.,—85.

Nays—Against Engrossing :

Messrs. Allen, R. I., Gillettk, Ct.,

Bell, Tenn., Hamlin, Me.,
Chase, Ohio, James, U. I.,

'

Clayton, Dei., Seward, N. Y.,

Fiih, N. Y., Sumner, Mass
,

Foot, Vt., Wade, Ohio.
Walker, Wis.—13.

Democrats in Roman ; Whigs in Italics; Free Demo-
crats in Small Caps.

The bill was then passed without further

division, and, being approved by the President,

became a law. The clause in the 14th section,

which repealed the Missouri Compromise, with

the Badger jjioluko, is as follows :

That the Constitution and all the laws of the United
States wliicti are not locally inapplicable, shall have the
same force and etlect within the said territory of Ne-
braska, as elsewhere within the United States, except the
eighth section of the act preparatory to the admission of
Missouri into the Union, approved March sixth, eighteen
hundred and twenty, which being inconsistent with the
principles of non-intervention by Congress with Slavery
in the States and Territories, as recognized by the legisla-

tion of eighteen hundred and fifty, commonly called the
Compromise Measures, is hereby declared inoperative
anil void-; it being the true intent and meaning of this

act not to legislate Slavery into any Territory or State,

nor to exclude it therefrom, but to leave the people there-
of perfectly free to form and regulate their domestic in-

ftitutions in their own way, suljject only to the Constitu-
tjon of the United States; Provided, That nothing here-
in contained shall be construed to revive or put in force
any law or regulation which may have existed prior to

llie act of sixth of March, eighteen hundred and twenty,
either protecting, establishing, prohibiting or abolishiiig

Slavery.

Dec. 3, 1835.—The XXXIVth Congress con-

vened at the Capitol, in Washington.— Jesse D.
Bright, of Ind., holding over as President pro
tempore of the Senate, in place of Vice-Presi-

dent William R. King, of Alabama, deceased.

A quorum of either House was found to be
present.

But the House found itself unable to organize

by the choice of a Speaker, until after an un-

precedented struggle of nine weeks' duration.

Finally, on Saturday, Feb. 20, 1856, the plu-

rality-fule was adopted—Yeas, 113; Nays, 104

—and the House proceeded under it to its one

hundred and thirty-third ballot for speaker,

when X^athaniel P. Banks, jr. (anti-X^ebraska)

of Massachusetts, was chosen, having 103
votes to lUO, for William Aiken, of South Caro-

lina. Eleven votes scattered on other persons

did not count against a choice. It was there-

fore resolved—Yeas, 155 ; X^ays, 40—that Mr,
Banks was duly elected Speaker.

But, during the pendency of this election, tht

President had transmitted to both Houses, first

(Dec. 31st) his Annual Message, and next (Jan.

24ih) a special message with regard to the con-
dition of Kansas, in which he thus alludes to

those who think Slavery not the best iustitutioii

to make a prosperous and happy State, and to

those who opposed the repeal of the Missouri
restriction :

•
This interference, in so far as concerns its primary

causes and its immediate commencement, was one of the
incidents of that pernicious agitation on the subject of
the condition of the coloreil persons held to service in

some of the States, which has so long disturbed the n-
pose of our countrj', and excited individuals, othenvi.'^L-

patriotic and law-abiding, to toil with misdirected ze:il

in the attempt to propagate their social theories by tin-

perversion and abuse of the powers of Congress.
The persons and parties whom the tenor of tlie act

to organise the Territories of Nebraska ;ind Kansas
thwarted in the endeavor to impose, through the agency
of Congress, their particular views of social organiz;'-
tion on the people of the future new States, now per-
ceiving that the policy of leaving the inhabitants of each
Slate to judge for themselves in this respect was ineradi-
cably rooted in the convictions of the peiple of tl e
Union, then had recourse, in the pursuit of tlieir general
object, to the extraordinary measure of propagandi--
colonization of the Territory of Kansas, to prevent the
free and natural action of its inhabitants in iis internal
organization and thus to anticipate or to force the deter-
mination of lliat question in this inchoate Si.ite.

The President makes the following refer-

ence to the action of the people of Kansas,
who, claiming the right " peaceably to asseia-

ble and petition for a redress of grievances,"
did so assemble, and sent a petition lo Con-
gress, to permit them to form si State Govern
ment, with the Constitution submitted :

Following upon this movement was another aii'i

more important one of tlie same general characii-.
Persons confessedly not constituting tlie body politic, o

all the inhabitants, but merely a party of the inhabitiin.-

and without law, have undertaken to sumu.on a convc.^
tion for the purpose of transforming the Territory into ,

State, and have framed a constitution, adopted it, ai.u

under it elected a governor and other officers, and ;i

representative to Congress.

March 12.—In Senate, Mr. Douglas, of Illi-

nois, from the Committee on Territories, ninih^

a report on matters relating to Kansas afliur,-.

in which he says :

The act of Congress for the organization o the Tei -

ritories of Kansas and Nebraska, was designed to con
lorm lo the spirit and letter of the Federal Constitutioi,.

by preserving and maintaining the fundamental principl

of equality among all the States of the Union, notwith-
standing the restriction contained in the 8th section ot

the act of March 6, 1S20, (preparatory to the admission
of Missouri into the Union,) which assumed to deny •'.

the people forever the right to settle the question oi

Slavery for themselves, provided they should make then-

homes and organize States north of thiriy-six degr. e-

and thirty minutes north latitude. Conforming lo ih_-

cardinal principles of State equality and seU-goveiu-
menl, in obedience to the Constitution, the Kansa -

Nebraska act declared, in the precise languiige of ti,.-

Compromise Measures of 1S50, that, '' when admitted .i-

a State, the said Territory, or any portion of the saiin
,

shall be received into tlie Union, with or without Slaveiy
as their constitutions may prescribe at tlie time of their

admission."

He then refers to the formation of the " Emi-
grant Aid Company,"* which had been organ
ized on the principle of " State equality " by
the people of Massachusetts. This proceeding

he calls " a perversion of the plain provisions"

of the Kansas-Nebraska Act—that the only

" The Emigrant Aid Company," with five milUons dollars,

to which Mr. Douglas alludes, and from the existence of whiuli

he makes a special plea for the Border Kuflians, was

never organized: See Report of Special Committee of Con-

gress, (page 100.)
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kind of lawful emij^ration was " such as has I
effort to send at least an equal number, to counteract the

filled up our new States and Territories, when I

^^PP^^ended result of the new importation.

each individual has gone on his own account, The report then gives a history of the Legisla-

ture elected March 30th, 1855, its removal ironi

Pawnee Citv to the Shawnee Mission, its subse-

gon
to improve his condition and that of his

family." The report then states that the peo-

ple of Missouri were greatly alarmed at the

rapid filling up of Kansas by people opposed to

Slavery—that this might endanger the exist-

ence of Slavery in Missouri—and that, as the

people of Missouri had a right to defend their

Gwn institutions, they might properly resist the

formation of an Anti-Slavery State in their

neighborhood. The report continues :

For the successful prosecution of such a scheme, the Mis-
sourians who lived in the immediate vicinity possessed pe-
culiar advantages over their rivals from the more remote
portions of the Union. Each family could send one of its

members across the line to mark out his claim, erect a
cabin, and put in a small crop, sufficient to give him as

valid a right to be deemed an actual settler and qualified

voter as those who were being imported by the Emigrant
Aid Societies. In an unoccupied Territory, where the lands
have not been surveyed, and where there were no marks
or lines to indicate the boundaries of sections and quarter-
sections, and where no legal title could be had until after

the survej's should be made, disputes, quarrels, violence,

and bloodshed might have been expected as the natur^
and inevitable consequences of such extraordinary systems
of emigration, wliich divided and arrayed the settlers into

two great hostile parties, each having an inducement to

claim more than was his right, in order to hold it for some
new-comer of his own party, and at the same time prevent
persons belonging to the opposite party from settling in the

neighborhood. As a result of this state of tilings, the
great mass of emigrants from the northwest and from
other States who went there on their own account, with no
other object, and influenced by no other motives than to

improve their condition and secure good homes for their

families, were compelled to array themselves under the
banner of one of these hostile parties, in order to insure pro-

tection to themselves and their claims against the aggress-

ions and violence of the other.

On the 29th of November, 1854, the first elec-

tion in the Territory was held for a delegate to

Congress. This was a very short time after the

arrival of the Free State emigrants in suffi-

cient bodies to protect themselves. At this

election, according to the returns, J. W. Whit-
field had received 2,268 votes; other persons,

575. Whitfield, of course, received the Gover-
nor's certificate, but great dissatisfaction was
expressed by the Free State settlers, charging
that many of the votes received by Whitfield

were given by men living in Missouri ; and it

afterward appeared that at the time of the first

election there were but 1,114 legal voters in the

Territory. Nevertheless, the report continues :

Certain it is, that there could not have been a system of

fraud and violence such as has been charged by the agents
and supporters of the emigrant aid societies, unless the
Governor and judges of election were parties to it ; and
your committee are not prepared to assume a fact so dis-

reputable to them, and bo improbable upon the state of

facts presented, without specific charges and direct proof.

In the absence of all proof and probable truth, the charge
that the Missourians had invaded the Territory and con-
trolled tlie congressional election by fraud and violence
was circulated throughout the Free States, and made the
basis of the most inflammatory appeals to all men opposed
to the principles of the Kansas-Nebraska act to emigrate
or send emigrants to Kansas, for the purpose of repelling

the invaders, and assisting their friends who were then in

the Territory in putting down the slave-power, and prohi-
biting Slavery in Kansas, with the view of making it a
Free State. E.xaggerated accounts of the large number
of emigrants on their way under the ausjiices of the emi-
grant aid companies, with the view of controlling the elec-

tion for members of the Territorial Legislature, which was
to take place on the 30th of March, 18.55, were published
and circulated. These accounts, being republished and be-
lieved in Missouri, where the excitement had already been
inflamed to a fearful intensity, induced a corresponding

quent quarrel with Gov. Reeder, and continues:

A few days after, Governor Reeder dissolved his official

relations with the legislature, on account of the removal
of the seat of government, and while that body was still

in session, a meeting was called by "many voters," to as-

semble at Lawrence, on the 14th or 151h of August, 1S56,
" to take into consideration the propriety of calling a Ter-

ritorial Convention, preliminary to the formation of a State

Government, and other subjects of public interest." At
that meeting, the following preamble and resolutions were
adopted with but one dissenting voice

:

" Wheieas, the people of Kansas Territory have been since

the settlement, and now are, without any law-making power ;

therefore
" Be it remlved, That we, the people of Kansas Territory, in

mass meeting assembled, irrespective of party dislmctions, in-

tiuenced by a common necessity, and greatly desirous of pro-
moting the common good, do hereby call upon and request all

bona fide citizens of Kansas Territory, of whatever political

views and predilections, to consult together in their respective
election dislrict.s, and in mass convention or otherwise, elect

three delegates for each representative in the legislative as-

sembly, Ijy proclamation of Governor Keeder of date 10th

March, 1865 ; said delegates to assembly In convention at tie

town of Topeka, on the 19lh day of Sep'tember, 1855, then and
there to ccusider and determine upon all subjects of public in-

terest, and particularly upon that having reference to the
speedy formation of a State Constitution, with an intention of

an imniPdiate application to be admitted as a State into the

Union of the United States of America."

This meeting, so far as your Committee have been able

to ascertain, was the first step in that series of proceedings
which resulted in the adoption of a Constitution and State

Government, to be put in operation on the 4th of the pre-

sent month, in subversion of the Territorial Government
established under the authority of Congress. The right to

set up the State Government in defiance of the constitu-

ted authorities of the Territory, is based on the assumption
" that the people of Kansas Territory have been since its

settlement, and now are, without any law-making power-,"

in the face of the well-known fact, that the Territorial Le-

gislature was then in session, in pursuance of the pro-

clamation of Governor Reeder, and the organic law of the

Territory.

The report then proceeds to narrate the cir-

cumstances attending the formation of a State

Government in Michigan, Arkansas, Florida and
California, and states that " in every instance

the proceeding has originated with, and been
conducted in subordination to, the authority of

the local governments established or recognized

by the Government of the United States." It

then refers to the case of the effort to change
the organic law, made in Rhode Island some
years ago, from which it says the " insurgents"'

(as the Free-State party in Kansas is called)

" can derive no aid or comfort."

The following concludes the Report ; the

words in Italics below perhaps explain in what

sense the people of a Territory are "perfectly free

to form their own institutions, in their own way :"

Without deeming it necessary to express any opinion on
this occasion, in reference to the merits of that contro-

versy, [referring to Rhode Island,] it is evident that the

principles upon which it was conducted are not involved

in the revolutionary struggle now going on in Kansas ; for

the reason, that the soverei(niiy of a Territory remains
in abeyance, siuipended in the United S/'ites, in irvst

for the people, until they shall he admitted into the

Union, as a State. In the meantime, they are entitled

to enjoy and exercise all the privileges and rights of
self-government, in nubordinafion to the Constitution

of the United States, and in obedience to thdr organic
ine passed by Congress in pursuance of that inntrii^

ment. These rights and privileges are all derived from
the Constitution, through the act of Congress, and must be
exercised and enjoyed in subjection to all the limitations

and restrictions which that Constitution imposes. Hence,
it is clear that the people of the Territory have no inherent

eovereign right, under the Constitution of the United States,

to annul the laws and resist the authority of the Territoriiii

government which Congress has established in obediencs

to the Constitution.
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In tracinpr, step by step, the origin and history of these

Kansas dilUcultios, your Committee iiave been profoundly

impressed with the signiiicant fact^ that each one has re-

sulted from an attempt to violate or circumvent the prin-

ciples and provisions of the act of Congress for the organ-

ization of Kansas and Nebraska. The leading idea and
fundamental principle of the Kansas-Nebraska act, as ex-

pressed in the law itself, was to leuve the actual net-

tiers and hona-Jide inhabitants of eacli Territory
^^ perfectly free to form and regulate their domestic
institutioiis in their own way, subject only to the Con-
etitutionof the United States." While this is declared

to be the " true intent and meaning of the act," those

who were opposed to allowing the people of the Territory,

preparatory to their admission into the Union as a State,

to decide the Slavery question for themselves, failing to

accomplish their purpose in the halls of Congress, and un-

der the authority of the Constitution, immediately resorted,

in their respective States, to unusual and extraordinary
means to control the poUtical destinies and shape the do-

mestic institutions of Kansas, in defiance of the wishes,

and regardless of the rights, of the people of that Terri-

tory, as guaranteed by theh- organic law. Combinations,
in one section of the Union, to stimulate an unnatural and
false system of emigration, with the view of controlling

the elections, and forcing the domestic institutions of the

Territory to assimilate to those of the non-slaveholdiog
States, were followed, as might have been foreseen, by the

use of similar means in the slaveholding States, to pro-

duce directly the opposite result. To these causes, and to

Uiese alone, in the opinion of your Committee, may be

traced the origin and progress of all the controversies and
disturbances whh which Kansas is now convulsed.

If these unfortunate troubles have resulted, as natural

consequences, from unauthorized and improper schemes
of foreign interference with the internal afl'airs and domes-
tic concerns of the Territory, it is apparent that the remedy
must be sought in a strict adherence to the principles and
rigid enforcement of the provisions of the organic law.

In this connection, your Committee feel sincere satisfaction

in commenduig the messages and proclamation of the Pre-

sident of the United States, in which we have the gratify-

ing assurance that the supremacy of the laws will be main-

tained ; that rebellion will be crushed ; that insurrec-

tion will be suppressed ; that aggressive intrusion for the

purpose of deciding elections, or any other purpose, will

be repelled ; that unauthorized intermeddling in the local

concerns of the Territory, both from adjoining and distant

Slates, wUl be prevented ; that the federal and local laws

will be vindicated against all attempts at organized resist-

ance ; and that the people of the Territory will be pro-

tected in the establishment of their own institutions, undis-

turbed by encroachments from without, and in the full en-

joyment of the rights of self-government assured to them
by the Constitution and the organic law.

In view of these assurances, given under the conviction

that the existing laws confer all the authority necessary to

the performance of these important duties, and that the

whole available force of the United States will be exerted

to the extent required for their performance, your Com-
mittee repose in entire confidence that peace, and security,

and law, will prevail in Kansas. If any further evidence

were necessary to prove that all the collisions and difficul-

ties in Kansas have been produced by the schemes of for-

eign interference which have been developed in this re-

port, in violation of the principles and in evasion of the

provisions of the Kansas-Nebraska act, it may be found in

the fact that in Nebraska, to which the emigrant-aid socie-

ties did not extend their operations, and uito which the

stream of emigration was permitted to flow in its usual

and natural channels, nothing has occurred to disturb the

peace and harmony of the Territory, while the i)rinciple of

self-government, in obedience to the Constitution, has had
fair play, and is quietly working out its legitimate results.

It now only remains for your Committee to respond to

the two specific recommendations of the PrLsident, in his

special message. They are as follows

:

to their admission into the Union on an equal footing with

the original States, so soon as it shall appear, by a censut.

to be taken under the direction of the (jovernor, by the

authorhy of the Legislature, that the Territory contains

ninety-three thousand, four hundred and twenty mhabi-

tants—tbatf»eing the number required by the present ratio

of representation for a member of Congress.

In compliance with tlie other recommendation, your

Committee propose to offer to the appropriation bill an

amendment appropriating such sum as shall be found ne-

cessary, by the estimates to be obtained, for the purpose

indicated in the recommendation of the I'resident.

All of which is respectfully submitted to the Senate by

your Committee.

" This, it seems to me, can be best accomplisliod by provid-
ing that, when the Inhabilants of Kansas may desire it, and
Ehall be of sulUcient numbers to constitute a suite, a conven-
tion of delegates, duly elected by the qualified voters, shall

assemble to frame a Constitution, and thus pi-'pare, through
regular and lawful means, for Us admission into the Union as
a State. I respectfully recommend the enactment of a law to

that etfect.
" I recommend, also, that a special appropriation be made

to defray any expense which may beconif requisite in the

execution of the laws, or the maintenance of public order in

the Territory of Kansas."

In compliance with the first recommendation, your Com-
mittee ask leave to report a bill authorizing the Legislature

of the Territory to provide by law for the election of dele-

gates by the people, and the assembling of a Convention

to form a Constitution and State Government preparatory

Mr. Collaraer, of Vermont, the Republican •

member of same Committee, submitted a mi-

nority report, in -wliich he says :

Thirteen of the present prosperous States of this Union

passed through the period of apprenticeship or pupilage

of territorial training, under the guardianship of Congress,

preparatory to assuming their proud rank of manhood

as sovereign and independent States. This period of

their pupilage was, in every case, a period of the good offi-

ces of parent and. child, in the kind relationship sustained

between the National and the Territorial Government,

and may be remembered with feelings of gratittide and

pride. AVe have fallen on different times._ A territory of

our government is now convulsed with violence and dis-

cord, and the whole family of our nation is in a state of

e-xcitement and anxiety. The National Executive power

is put in motion, the army in requisition, and Congress is

invoked for interference.

In this case, as in all others of difficulty, it becomes ne-

cessary to inquire what is the true cause of existing trou-

ble in order to apply effectual cure. It is but a temporary

palliative to deal with the external and more obvious mani-

festations and developments, while the real, protunng

cause lies unattended to, and uncorrected, and unre-

moved.
. . • ^ -^

It is said that organized opposition to law exists m Kan-

sas. That, if existing, may probably be suppressed by the

President, by the use of the army ; and so, too, may inva-

sions by armed bodies from Missouri, if the Executive be

sincere" in its efforts ; but when this is done, while the causf

of trouble remains, the results will contmue with renewed

and increased developments of danger.

Let us, then, look fairly and undisguisedly at this sub-

ject in its true character and history. 'Wherein does this

Kansas Territory differ from all our other Territories which

have been so peacefully and successfully carried through,

and been developed into the manhood of independent

States? Can that difference account for existing trou-

bles ? Can that difference, as a cause of trouble, be re-

moved ? . in

The first and great point of difference between the Ter-

ritorial government of Kansas and that of the thirteen

Territorial governments before mentioned, consists in the

subject of Slavery—the undoubted cause of present

trouble. ji j

The action of Congress in relation to all these ihirteen

Territories was conducted ona uniform and prudent
principle, to wit: To settle, by a clear provision, tlM

law inreUitiontothe subject of Slavery lobe opera-

tive in the Territory, while it remained suck; not

leaving it in any one of those cases to be a subject of con-

troversy within the same, while in the plastic gristle of its

youth. This was done by Congress in the exercise of the

same power which molded the form of their organic laws,

and appointed their executive and judiciary, and some-

times their legislative officers ; it was the power provided

in the Constitution, in these words :
" Congress shall have

power to dispose of and make all needful rules and regu-

lations respecting the territory or other property belong-

ing to the United States." Settling the subject of Slavery

while the countrv remained a Territory, was no higher ex-

ercise ofpower in Congress, than the regulation of the func-

tions of the territorial government, and actually appointing

its principal functionaries. This practice commenced with

this National Government, and was continued, with unin-

terrupted uniformity, for more than siicty years. This

practical contemporaneous construction of the constitu-

tional piower of this government is too clear to leave

room for doubt, or opportunity for skepticism. The peace,

prosperity, and success which attended tins course, and

the result's which have ensued, in the formation and ad-

mission of the thirteen States therefrom, are most conclu-

sive and satisfactory evidence, also, of the wisdom and

prudence with which this power was eaercised. Deluded

must be that people who, in the pursuit of plausible theo-

ries, become deaf to the lessons, and blind to the result^

of their own experience.
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Let us next inquire by what rule of uniformity Congress

was governed, in the exereise of this power of determining

the coniiition of each Territory as to Slavery, while remain-

ing a Territory, as manifested in those thirteen instances.

An examination of our history will show that this was not

done from time to time by agitation and local or party

triumphs in Congress. The rule pursued w*s uniform and

clear; and, whoever may have lost by it, peace and pros-

perity have been gained. That rule was this

:

AVhere Slavery was actually existing in a country to any
considerable or general extent, it was (though somewhat
modified as to further importation in some instances, as in

Rlississippi and Orleans Territories) suffered to remain.

Tlie fact that it had been taken and existed there, w.is

taken as an indication of its adaptation and local utility.

Where Slavery did not in fact exist to any ai)preL-iable ex-

tent, the same was, by Congress, expressly prohibited ; so

that in either case the country was settled up without diffi-

culty or doubt as to the character of its institutions. In no

instance was this difficult and disturbmg subject left to the

people who had and who might settle in the Territory, to

be there an everlasting bone of contention, so long as the

Territorial government should continue. It was ever re-

garded, too, as a subject in which the whole country had
an interest, and, therefore, improper for local legislation.

And though, whenever the people of a Territory come to

form their own organic law, as an independent State, they

would, either before or after their admission^ as a State,

form and mold their institutions, as a Sovereign State, in

tlieir own way, yet it must be expected, and has always

proved true, that the State has taken the character her

pupilage has prepared her for, as well in respect to Slavery

a.i in other respects. Hence, six of the thirteen States are

Free States, because Slavery was prohibited in them by
Congress, while Territories, to wit : Ohio, Indiana, Illinois,

Michigan, Wisconsin, and Iowa. Seven of the thirteen

are slaveholding States, because Slavery was allowed in

them by Congress while they were Territories, to wit : Ten-

nessee, Alabama, Mississippi, Florida, Louisiana, Arkansas

and Missouri.

On the tiih of March, a.d. 1820, was passed by Con-
gress the act preparatory to tlie admission of the State of

Missouri into the' Union. Much controversy and discus-

sion arose on the question whether a prohibition of

Slavery within said State should be inserted, and it re-

sulted in iliis : that said State should be admitted without

sucn prohibition, hut that Slavery should he forever pro-
hibited in the rest of that country ceded to us by France

lying north of 36° 30' north latitude, and it was so done.

Tiiis contract is known as the Missouri Compromise.
Under this arrangement, Missouri was admitted as a
slaveholding Stale, the same having been a slaveholding

Territory. Ark;uisas, south of the line, was formed into

a Territory, and Slavery allowed therein, and afterward

aduiitted as a slaveholding State. Iowa was made a

Territory north of the line, and, under the operation of

the law, was settled up without slaves, and aduiitted as a
free Slate. The country now making the Territories of

Kansas and Nebraska, in 1820, was almost or entirely

uninhabited, and lay north of said line, and whatever
settlers entered the same before ]S54, did so under that

law, forever forbidding Slavery therein.

In 1854, Congress passed an act establishing two new
Territories—Nebraska and Kansas—in this region of

country, where Slavery had been prohibited for more
than thirty years ; and, instead of leaving said law against

Slavery in operation, or prohibiting or expressly allowing

or establishing Slavery, Congress left the subject in said

Territories, to be discussed, agitated, and legislated on,

from time to time, and the elections in said Territories to

be conducted with reference to that subject, from year to

year, so long as they should remain Territories; for,

wtiatever laws might be passed by the Territorial legisla-

tures on this subject, must be subject to change or repeal

by those of the succeeding years. In most former Terri-

t >rial governments, it was provided by law that their

laws were subject to the revision of Congress, so that

ihey would be made with caution. In these Territories,

U'.at WIS omitted.
The provision in relation to Slavery in Nebraska and

Kansas is as follows : " The eighth section of the act pre-

paratory to the admission of Missouri into the Union
(wiiich being inconsistent with the principle of non-inter-

vention by Congress with Slavery in the States and Ter-

ritories, as required by the legislation of 1650, connnonly
called the Compromise Measures) is hereby declared

inuperaiive Mid void; it being the true intent and
meaning of this act not to legislate Slavery into said Ter-
ritory or State, nor to exclude it therefrom, but to leave
the people thereof perfectly free to form and regulate
their domestic insiiiutions in their own way, subject only
to the Constitution of the United Stales : Provided,
That nothing herein contained shall be construed to

revive or put in force any law or regulation which m-iy

liave existed prior to the ait of 6 March, 1820, eitlier pro-

leeting, establishing, prohibiting, or abolishing Slavery."
Thus it was promi^jgaied to the people of this whole

country thai here was a clear fiehl for competition—an
open course for the race of rivalship; the goal of winch
was, the uliiinate establishiuent of a sovereign Slate; Jind

the prize, the reward of everlasting liberty and its insiiiiv-

tiuns on the one hand, or the perpetuity of Slavery Kud
its concomitants on the other. It is the obvious duiy nf

this government, while this law .continues, to see ihis

iiianifesto faithfully, and honorably, and honestly per-

formed, even though its particular supporters may see

cause of a result unfavorable to their hopes.
It is further to be observed that, in the performance i;f

this novel experiment, it was provided that all whi 8

men who became inhabitants in Kansas were entitled to

vote without regard to their time of reMdence, usmilly

provided in other Territories. Nor was this right of

voting confined to American citizens, but included all

such aliens as had declared, or would declare, on oath,

their intention to become citizens. Thus was the procla-

mation to the world to become inhabitants of Kansas, ;ind

enlist in this great enterprise, by the force of numbers,
Vjy vote, to decide for it the great question. Was it to be
expected that this great proclamation for the political

tournament would be listened to with indifference and
apathy? Was it prepared and presented in that spirit?

Did it relate to a subject on which the people were cool

or indiffertnt? A large part of the people of this country
look on dotnestic Slavery as " only evil, and that con-
tinually," alike to master and to slave, and to the com-
munity ; to be left alone to the management or enjoy-

ment of the people of the States where it exists, but not
to be extended, more especially as it gives, or may give,

political supremacy to a minority of the people of this

country in the United States government. On the other
hand, many of the people of another part of the United
States regard Slavery, if not in the abstract a blessing, at

least as now existing, a condition of society best for

both white and black, while they exist together; while
others regard it as no evil, but as the highest state ('f

social coniiition. These consider that they cannot, with
safety to their interests, permit political ascendency to

be largely in the hands of those unfriendly to this Jjecu-
lio,r institution. From these conflicting views, long and
violent has been the controversy, and experience seems
to show it interminable
A succinct statement of the exercise and progress of

the material events in Ksinsas is this : After the passage
of this law, establishing the Territory of Kansas, a large

body of settlers rapidly entered into said Territory with a
view to permanent inhabitancy therein. Most of these

were from the Free States of the West and North, who
pr' bably intended by their votes and influence to eslah-

lisii there a Free State, agreeably to the law which invited

thetn. Some part of those from the Northern States had
been encouraged and aided in this enterprise by the

Emigrant Aid Society formed in Massachusetts, which
put forth some exertions in this laudable object, by 0}>eu

and public measures, in providing facilities for transpor-
tation to all peaceable citizens who desired to become per-
manent settlers in said Territory, and providing there-

in hotels, mills, etc., for the public accommodation of that

new country.
The Governor of Kansas, having, in pursuance of law,

divided the territory into districts, and procured a census
thereof, issued his proclamation for the election of a
Legislative Assembly therein, to take piace on the Suth
day of March, 1855, and directed how the same should
be conducteil, and the returns made to him agreeable to

the law establishing said Territory. On the day of election,

large bodies of armed men from the State of Missouri,

appeared at the polls in most of the distiicts, and, by
most violent and tumultuous carriage and demeanor,
overawed the defenseless inhabitants, and by their own
votes elected a large majority of the members of both
Houses of said Assembly. On the returns of said elec-

tion being made to the Governor, protests and objections

were made to him in relation to a part of said districts

;

and as to them, he set aside such, and such only, as by
the returns appeared to be bad. In relation to others,

covering, in all, a majority of the two Houses, equally
vicious in fact, but apparently good by formal returns,

the inhabitants thereof, bortie down by said violence and
intimidation, scattered and discouraged, and laboring
under apprehensions of personal violence, refrained ancl

desisted from presenting any protest to the GoTernor in

relation thereto; and he, then uninformed in relation
thereto, issued certificates to the members who appear . I

by said formal returns to have been elected.

In relation to those districts which the Governor so set

aside, orders w 3re by him issued for new elections, la
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jine of these districts, the same proceedings were repented
by men from Missouri, and in others not, and cerliliciites

were issued to the persons elected.

Thi.< legislative assembly, so elected, assembled at Paw-
nee, on the second day of July, 1S55, that being the time
and place for holding said meeting, as fixed by the Gov-
ernor, by authorily of law. On assembling, the said

liouses proceeded to set aside and reject those members
SI) elected on said second election, except in the district

wiiere the men from Missouri had, at said election, chosen
ilie same persons they had elected at the said first election,

and they admitted all of the said first-elected members.
A legislative assembly, so created by military force,

by a foreign invasion, in\iolation ol tlie organic law, was
but a usurpation. No act of its own, no actor neglect of

"lie Governor, could legalize or sanctify it. Its own
decisions as lo its own legality are like its laws, but the

fruits of its own usurpation, which no Governor could
legitimate

Tile people of Kansas, thus invaded, subdued, oppressed
and insulted, seeing their Territorial .Government (such
only in form) perverted into an engine to crush them n
the dust, and to defeat and destroy the professed object

of their organic law, by depriving them of the ^'perfect
freedom," therein provided ; and finding no ground to

liope lor rights in that organization, they proceeded,
under the guaranty of the United States Constituliun,

"peaceably to assemble to petition the Government for

the redress of (their) grievances." Tiiey saw no earthly
source of relief but in the formation of a State Govern-
ment by the people, and the acceptance and ratification

iJiereof by Congress.
It is true that, in several instances in our political his-

tory, the people of a Territory have been authorized by
an act of Congress to form a State Constitution, and,
after so doing, were admitted by Congress. It is quite

obvious that no such authority could be given by the act

of the Territorial Government. That cleariy has no
power to create anotlier Government, paramount to it-

self. It is equally true that, in numerous instances in

our history, the people of a Territory have, without any
previous act of Congress, proceeded to call a Convention
of the people by their delegates ; have formed a State Con-
stitution, which has been adopted by the people, and a
State Legislature assembled under it, and chosen Senators
to Congress, and then have presented said Constitution
to Congress, which has approved the same, and received
the Senators and members of Congress who were chosen
uniler it before Congress had apjiroved the same. Such
was the case of Tennessee; such was the case of Michi-
gan, where the people not only formed a State Constitu-

tion witliout an act of Congress, but they actually put
their State Government into full operation and passed
laws, and it was approved by Congress by receiving it as

a State. The people of Florida formed their Constitution
without any a(* of Congress therefor, six years before
they were admitted into the Union. When the people of

Arkansas were about forming a State Constitution with-
out a previous act of Congress, in 1S85, the Territorial

Governor applied to the President on the subject, who
referred the matter to the Attorney-General, and his

opinion, as then expressed and pubhshed, contained the
following

:

' It is not in the power of the general assembly of Arkansas
to pass any law for the purpose of electing members to a Cou-
veutioii 10 form a Constitution and State government, nor to

do any other act, directly or indirectly, to create such govern-
Dipnt. Every such law, even though it were approved by the
governor of the Territory, would be null and void ; if passed
by them notwithstanding liis veto, by a vote of two-thirds of
each branch, it would still be equally void."

He further decided that it was not rebellious, or insur-

rectionary, or even unlawful, for the people peaceably to

proceed, even without an act of Congress, in forming a
Constitution, and in so forming a State Constitution and
so far organizing under the same as to choose the
officers necessary for its representation in Congress,
with a view to present the same to Congress for ad-
mission, was a power which fell clearly within the
right of the people to assemble and petition for redress.

The people of Arkansas proceeded without an act of Con-
gress, and were received into the Union accordingly. If

any rights were derived to the people of Arkansas from
iiiB terms of the French treaty of cession, they equally
extended to the people of Kansas, it being a part of the
Ktiiiie cession.

In this view of the subject, in the first part of August,
l-'.'jo, a call was published in the public papers, for a
niecting of the citizens of Kansas, irrespective of [larty, to

meet at Lawrence, in said Territory, on the 15ih of said
August, to take into consideration the propriety of call-

ing a Convention of the people of the whole Territory, to

consider that sutiject. That meeting was held on the 15th

day of August last, and it proceeded to call such Conven-

tion of ilelegates to be elected, and 'o assetiilde at I'opeka
in said Territory, on the 19tli day of Septembt-r, IS.")."), noc
to form a Constitution, but to consider the i)ropriely <'f

calling, formally, a Convention for that purpose.
Delegates were elected agreeably to the proclamation

so issued, and they met at Topeka on the fourth Tues-
day in October, 1S55, and formed a constitution, which
was submitted to the people, and was ratilied by them
by vote in the districts. An election of S ate oflicers

and members of the State legislature has been had, an<i

a representative to Congress elected, and it is intended
to proceed to the election of senators, with the view to

present the same, with the constitution, to Cougiess for

admission into the Union.
Whatever views individuals may at times, or in meet-

ings, have expressed, and whatever ultimate determinti-
tion may have been entertained in the result of being
spurned by Congress, and refused redress, is now en-
tirely immaterial. That cannot condemn or give char-
acter to the proceedings thus far pursued.
Many have honestly believed usurpation could make

no law, and that if Congress made no further provisions
they were well justified in forming a law for themselves

;

but it is not now necessary to consider that matter, as
it is to be hoped that Congress will not leave the:n to

such a necessity.
Tims far, this effort of tlie people for redress is peace-

ful, constitutional, and right. Whether it will succeed,
rests with Congress to determine ; but clear it is that it

should not be niet and denounced as revolutionary,
rebellious, insurrectionary, or unlawful, nor does it call

for or justify the exercise of any force by any depart-
ment of this government to check or control it.

It now becomes proper to inquire what should be
done byCongiess; for we are informed by the Presi-

dent, in substance, that he has no power to correct a
usurpation, and that the laws, even though made by
usurped authority, must be by him enforced and ex-
ecuted, even with military force. The measures of
redress should be applied to the true cause of the difti-

culty. This obviously lies in the lepeal of the clause
for freedom in the act of ISiO, and therefore, the true
remedy lies in the entire repeal of the act of IS5I, which
effected it. Let this be done with frankness and mag-
nanimity, and Kansas be organized anew as a Free Ter-
ritory, and all will be put right.

But, if Congress insist on proceeding with the experi-
ment, then declare all the action by this spurious,

foreign legislative assembly utterly inoperative and void,

and direct a reorganization, providing proper safeguards
for legal voting and against foreign force.

There is, however, another v/ay to put an end to all

this trouble there, and in the nation, without retracing

steps or continuing violence, or by force compelling
obedience to tyrannical laws made by foreign force

;

and that is, by admitting that Territory as a ttate, with

her free constitution. True, indeed, her numbers are

not such as give her a right to demand admission, be-

ing, as the President informs us, probably only about
twenty-five thousand. The Constitution fixes no num-
ber as necessary, and the imjjortance of now settling

this question may well justify Congi'ess in admitting her
as a State, at tliU time, especially as we have good rea-

son to believe that, if admitted as a State, and contro-

versy ended, it will immediately fill up with a numer-
ous and successful population. •

At any rate, it seems impossible to believe that Con-
gress is to leave that people without redress, to have
enforced upon them by the army of the nation these

measures and laws of violence and oppression. Are
they to be dragooned into submission ; Is that an ex-

periment pleasant to execute on our own free people ?

The true character of this transaction is matter of ex-

tensive notoriety. Its essential features are too obvious
to allow of any successful disguise or palliation, however
complicated or ingenious may be the statements, or

however special the pleadings, for that pui'ijose. The
case requires some quieting, kind and ])rudent treat-

ment by the hand of Congress to do justice and satisfy

the nation. The people of this country are peacefully
relying on Congress to provide the competent measures
of redress which they have the undoubted power to ad-
minister.

The Attorney-General, in the case of Arkansas, says :

"Congress may at jdesisure repeal or modify the laws
passed by the Territorial Legislature, and may at any
time abrogate and remodel the legislature itself, and all

the other departments of the Territorial Government."
Treating this grievance in Kansas with ingenious ex-

cuses, with neglect or contempt, or riding ove.- the
oppressed with an army, and dragooning tliem iuto sub-
mission, will make no satisfactory teriiiination. Party
success may at tiiucs be tempo, arily socuied by adroiJ
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devices, plausible pretenses, and partisan address ; but
tiie perinaiitnt preservation of tliis Union can be main-
tained only by frankness and integrity. Justice may be
denied where it ought to be granted

;
power may perpe-

tuate that vassalage which violence and usurpation have
produced; the subjugation of white freemen may be
necessary, that African Slavery may succeed ; but such
a course must not be expected to produce peace and
satisfaction in our country, so long as the people retain
iuy proper sentiment of justice, liberty, and law.

J. CuLLAMER.

The mnjority and minority Reports being re-

ceived, various matters relating to Kansas were

debated until the 19th of March, the House
was biought to a vote on tlie proposition of

the committee of elections to empower said

committee to send to Kansas for persons and
papers, which was modified on motion of Mr.

Dunn, of Ind., so as to raise a special committee
of three members, to be appointed by the

Speaker. The resolutions raising this com-
miiii^e gave it ample powers

To inquire into and collect evidence in regard to

the troubles in Kansas generally, and particularly in

re^rard to any fraud or force attempted or practiced in

reference to any of the elections which have taken
place in said Territory, either under the law organizing

sa <1 I'erritory, or under any pretended law which may
be alleged to have taken effect there since. That they
shall fully investigate and take proof of all violent and
tumultuous proceedings in said Territory, at any time
since the passage of the Kansas Nebraska act, whether
engaged in by the residents of said Territory, or by any
person or persons from elsewhere going into said Terri-

tory, and doing, or encouraging others to do, any act of

violence or public disturbance against the laws of the

United States, or the rights, peace, and safety of the

residents of said Territory ; and for that purpose, said

Committ-e shall have full power to send for, and ex-

amine, and take copies of, all such papers, public re-

cords, and proceedings, as in their judgment will be use-

ful in the premises; and also, to send for persons and
examine tliem on oath, or affirmation, as to matters
within their knowledge, touching the matters of said in-

vestigation; and said Committee, by their chairman, shall

have power to administer all necessary oaths or affirma-

tions connected with their aforesaid duties. That said

Committee may hold their investigations at such places

and times as to them may seem advisable, and that they
have leave of absence from the duties of this House until

they shall have completed such investigation. That they
be authorized to employ one or more clerks, and one or
more assistant sergeants-at-arms, to aid them in their

investigation; and may administer to them an oath, or
affirmation, faithfully to perform the duties assigned to

thera, respectively, and to keep secret all matters
which may come to their knowledge touching such in-

vestigation, as said Committee may direct, until the
Report of the same shall be submitted to this House

;

and said Committee may discharge any such clerk or
assistant sergeant-at-arms for neglect of duty or disre-

gard of instructions in the premises, and employ others
under like regulations. -

The vote of the Slave States was unanimous
against the investigation, 17 from the Free
States voting with them. Yeas lol ; Nays 93.

The following are the negatives from the Free
States

:

Nayfs—Against the Investigation :

Maine—Thomas J. D. Fuller—1.

Nkw-Yokk—J(.hn Kelly, WiUiajn IF! Valk, John
Wheeler, ThoriuiH R. Whitney— i.

New-Jkrsev—George Vail— 1.

Pennsylvania—John Cadwalader, Thomas B. Flo-
rence, J. Glancy Jones— 3.

Indiana— William H. English, Smith Miller—2.
|

M'Ciiigan—George W. Peck— 1.

Illinois—James C. Allen, Thomas L. Harris, Samuel
£ Marshall, William A. Richardson—4.

Califounia—Philemon T. Herbert—1.

So the resolution prevailed, and Messrs. Wil-
liam A. Howard, of Alichigan, John Sherman,
of Ohio, and Mordecai Oliver, of Missouri, were
appointed tlie Committee of Investigation there-
by required.

These gentlemen proceeded to Kansas, and
spent several weeks there in taking testimony as
to the elections, etc.. which had taken place in

that Territory. The testimony thus taken forms
a volume of nearly twelve hundred large and
closely-printed pages, the substance of which
was summed up on their return by the majority
(Messrs. Howard and Sherman], in the following

REPORT ON THE OUTUAGKS IN KANSAS.
A journal of proceedings, including sundry communica-

tions made to and by the Committee was kept, a copy of
which is herewith submitted. The testimony also is here-
with submitted ; a copy of it has been made and arranged
not according to the order in which it was taken, but so as
to present, as clearly as possible, a consecutive history of
events in the Territory, from its organization to the i9th
day of March, A. D. 1S5(J.

Your Committee deem it their duty to state, as briefly as
possible, the principal facts proven before them. When
the act to organize the Territory of Kansas was passed on
the 24fh day of May, ISM, the greater portion of its casters
border was included in Indian reservations not open for

settlement ; and there were but few white settlers in any
portion of the Territory. Its Indian population was ra-

pidly decreasing, while many emigraiits from ditfereutfjarts
of our country were anxiously waiting the extinction of
the Indian title, and the establishment of a Territorial
Government, to seek new homes on its fertile prairies. It
cannot be doubted that, if its condition as a free Territory
had been left undisturbed by Congress, its settlement
would have been rapid, peaceful, and prosperous. Its
climate, soil, and its easy access to the older settlements,
would have ma<le it the favored course for the tide of
emigration constantly flowing to the West, and by this

time it would have been admitted into the Union as a Free
State, without the least sectional excitement. If so organ-
ized, none but the kindest feeling could have existed be-
tween it and the adjoining State. Their mutual interests
and intercourse, instead of, as now, endangering the har-
mony of the Union, would have strengthened the ties of
national brotherhood. The testimony clearly shows, that
before the proposition to repeal the Missouri Compron^iiie
was introduced into Congress, the people of western Mis-
souri appeared indifferent to the proliibition of Slavery
in the Territory, and neither asked nor desired its repeal.
When, however, the prohibition was removed by tlie

action of Congress, the aspect of atfairs entirely changed.
The whole country was agitated by the reopening of a
controversy which conservative men in different sections
hoped had been settled, in every State and Territory, by
some law beyond the danger of repeal. The excitement
which lias always accompanied the discussion of the
Slavery question was greatly increased, by the hope on
the one hand of extenduig Slavery into a region from which
it had been excluded by law, and on the other by a sense
of wrong done by what was regarded as a dishonor of
a national compact. This excitement was naturally trans-
ferred into the border counties of Missouri and the Terri-
tory, as settlers favoring free or slave institutions moved
into it. A new difficulty soon occurred. Different con-
structions were put upon the organic law. It was con-
tended by the one party that the right to hold slaves in

the Territory existed, and that neither the people nor the
Territorial Legislature could jirohibit Slavery—that that
power was alone possessed by the people when the.y were
authorized to form a State government. It was con-
tended that the removal of the restriction virtually estab-
lished Slavery in the Territory. This claim was urged by
many prominent men in western Missouri, who actively
engaged in the affairs of the Territory. Every movement,
of whatever character, which tended to establish free insti-

tutions, was regarded as an interference with their rights.

Within a few days after the organic law passed, and as
soon as its passage could be known on the border, leading
citizens of Missouri crossed into the Territory, held squat-
ter meetings, and then returned to tlieii' homes. Among
their resolutions are the following

:

" Thai we will afford protection to no Abolitionist as a settler
of this Territory."

'

' That we recognize the Institution of Slavery as already ex-
isting in this Territory, and ailvise slaveholders to introduce
ilieir property as early as possible."

Similar resolutions were passed in various parts of the
Territory, and b.v meetings in several counties of Missouri.
Thus the first effect of the repeal of the restriction against
Slavery was to substitute the resolves of squatter meetings,
composed almost exclusively of Missourians, for the delibe-

rate action of Congress, acquiesced in for 35 years.
Tliis unlawful interference has been continued in every

important event in the history of the Territory : even
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elecfii\* has been controlled, not by the actual settlers,

but by citizens of Missouri ; and, as a consequence, every
officer in the Territory, from constables to legislators, ex-

cept those appointed by the President, owe tlieir positions

to non-resident voters. None have been elected by the

settlers ; and your Committee have been unable to find

that any political power whatever, however unimportant,
has been exercised by the people of the Territory.

In October, a. d. lt>54. Governor A. II. Reeder and the

other officers appointed by the President arrived in the

Territory. Settlers from all parts of tlie country were
moving in in great numbers, making their claims and
building their cabins. About the same time, and before
any election was or could be held in the Territory, a secret

political society was formed in the State of Missouri. It

was known by different names, such as " Social Band,"
"Friends' Society," "Blue Lodge," "The Sons of the

South." Its members were bound together by secret

oaths, and they had passwords, signs, and grips, by which
they were known to each other. Penalties were imposed
for violating the rules and secrets of the Order. Written
minutes were kept of the proceedings of the Lodges, and
the different Lodges were connected together by an effec-

tive organization. It embraced great numbers o> the citi-

zens of Missouri, and was extended into other Slave States

and into the Territory. Its avowed purpose was not only
to extend Slavery into Kansas, but also into other terri-

tory of the United States ; and to form a union of all tlie

friends of that institution. Its plan of operating was to

organize and send men to vote at the elections in the Ter-

ritory, to collect money to pay theii' expenses, and, if

necessary, to protect them in voting. It also proposed to

induce Pro-Slavery men to emigrate into the Territory, to

aid and sustain them while there, and to elect none to

office but those friendly to their views. This dangerous
society was controlled by men who avowed their purpose
to extend Slavery into the Territory at all hazards, and
was altogether the most effective instrument in organizing
the subsequent armed invasions and forays. In iis Lodges
ill Missouri, the atfau-s of Kansas were discussed, the force

necessary to control the election was divided into bands,
and leaders selected ; means were collected, and signs and
badges wei-e agreed upon. While the great body of the

actual settlers of the Territory were relying upon the

rights secured to them by the organic law, and had formed
no organization or combination whatever, this conspiracy
agaiiist their rights was gathering streugtli in Missouri, and
would have been sufficient at their first election to have
overpowered them, if they had been united to a man.
Your Committee had great difficulty in eliciting the

proof of the details in regard to this secret society. One
witness, member of the legislative council, refused to

answer questions in reference to it. Another declined to

answer fully, because to do so would result to his injury.

Others could or would only answer as to the general pur-

poses of the Society, but sufficient is disclosed in the

testimony to show the inHuence it had in controlling the

elections in the Territory.

The first election was for a Delegate to Congress. It was
appointed for the 29th of November, lS.>i. The Governor
divided the Territory into seventeen Election-Districts

;

appointed Judges and prescribed proper rules for the

election. la the 1st, Illd, Vlllth, IXth, Xth, Xllth,

Xlllth, and XVIIth Districts there appears to have been
but little if any fraudulent voting.

The election in the lid District was held at the village

of Douglas, nearly fifty miles from the Missouri line. On
the day before the election, large companies of men
came into the district in wagons and on horseback, and
declared that they were from the State of Missouri, and
were going to Douglas to vote. On the morning of the

election, they gathered around the house where the elec-

tion was to be held. Two of the judges appointed by
the Governor did not appear, and other judges were
elected by the crowd. AU then voted. In order to

make a pretense of right to vote, some persons of the

company kept a pretended register of squatter claims,

on which any one could enter his name and then assert

he had a claim in the Territory. A citizen of the district

who was liimself a candidate for Delegate to Congress,

was told I'v one of the strangers, that he would be
abused ai:l probably killed if he challenged a vote. He
was seizei'. by the collar, called a d—d Abolitionist, and
was comj lied to seek protection in the room with the

judges, .kijout the time the polls were closed, these

strangers mounted their horses and got into theu- wagons
and cried out :

" All aboard for Westport and Kansas City." A num-
ber were recognized as residents of Missouri, and
among them was Samuel H. Woodson, a leading lawyer
of Independence. Of those whose names are on the poU-
»ooks, 85 were resident settlers and 226 were not.

TV." « -.„.•„„
jjj f[|g jyjij District was held at Dr.

Chapman's, over 40 miles fiom the Missouri State line.

It was a thinly-settled region, containing but 47 voters
in February, 1*55, when the census was taken. On the
day before the election, from 100 to 150 citizens of Cass
and Jackson Counties, Mo , came into this district,

declaring their purpose to vote, and that they were
bound to make Kansas a Slave State, if they dd it at
the point of the sword. Persons of the party on the way
drove each a stake in the ground and called it a claim

—

and in one case several names were put on one stake.
The party of strangers camped all niglit m-ar where the
election was to be held, and in the morning were at the
election-polls and voted. One of their party got drunk,
and, to get rid of Dr. Chapman, a judge of the election,

they sent for him to come and see a sick man, and in his

absence filled his place with another judge, who was not
sworn. They did not deny nor conceal that they were
residents of Missouri, and manj' of them were recognized
as such by others. They declared that they were bound
to make Kansas a Slave State. They insisted upon their

right to vote in the Territory if they were in it one hour.
After the election, they again returned to their homes in

Missouri, camping over night on the way.
We find upon the poll-books 161 names; of these not

over 30 resided in the Territory ; 181 were non-residents.

But few settlers attended the election in the Vth Dis-

trict, the district being large and the settlement scattered.

82 votes were cast ; of these between 20 and 30 were set-

tlers, and the residue were citizens of Missouri. They
passed into the Territory by way of the Santa Fe road and
by the residence of Dr. Westfall, who then lived on the
western line of Missouri. Some little excitement arose at
the polls as to the legality of their voting, hut they did

vote for General Whitfield, and said they intended to

make Kansas a Slave State, and that they had claims in

the Territory. Judge Teazle, judge of the court in Jack-
son County, Missouri, was present, but did not vote. He
said he did not intend to vote, but came to see that others
voted. After the election, the Missourians retm-ned the
way they came.
The election in the Vlth District was held at Fort Scott,

in the southeast part of the Territory, and near the Mis-
souri line. A party of about one hundred men, from Cass
and the counties in Missouri south of it, went into the
Territory, traveling about 45 miles, most of them with
their wagons and tents, and camping out. They appeared
at the place of election. Some attempts were made to

swear them, but two of the judges were prevailed upon
not to do so, and none were sworn, and as many as chose
voted. There were but few resident voters at the polls.

The settlement was sparse—about 25 actual settlers voted
out of 105 votes cast, leaving SO illegal votes. After the
voting was over, the Missourians went to their wagons and
commenced leaving for home.
The most shameless fraud practiced upon the rights of

the settlers at this election was in the Vllth District. It

is a remote settlement, about 75 miles from the Missouri
line, and contained in February, a.d. 1&55, three months
afterward, when the census was taken, but 53 voters, and
yet the poll-books show that 604 votes were cast. The
election was held at the house of Frey McGee, at a place
called " 110." But few of the actual settlers were present
at the polls. A witness who formerly resided in Jackson
County, Missouri, and was well acquainted with the citi-

zens of that county, saj^s that he saw a great many wagons
and tent-s at the place of election, and many individuals

he knew from Jackson County. He was in their tents, and
conversed with some of them, and they told him they had
come with the intention of voting. He went to the polls

intending to vote for Flenniken, and his ticket being of a
different color from the rest, his vote was challenged by
Frey McGee, who had been appointed one of the judges,

but did not serve. Lemuel Ralstone, a citizen of Missouri,

was acting in his place. The witness then challenged the

vote of a young man by the name of Nolan, whom he
knew to reside in Jackson County. Finally, the thing was
hushed up, as the witness had a good many friends there

from that county, and it might lead to a fight if he chal-

lenged any more votes. Both voted, and he then went
down to their camp. Ue there saw many of his old ac-

quaintances, whom he knew had voted at the election in

August previous in Missouri, and who still resided in that

State. By a careful comparison of the poll-lists with the

census-roils, we find but 12 names on the poll-book who
were voters when the census was taken three months
afterward, and we are satisfied that not more than 20 legal

votes could have been polled at that election. The only

residents who are known to have voted are named by the
witness, and are 13 in number—thus leaving 5S4 illegal,

votes cast in a remote district, where the settlers within

many miles were acquainted with each other.

Tlie total number of white inhabitants in t!ie Xlth
vx-.Mrict, in the month of February, a.d, 1S55, including
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men, women and children, was 36, of wliom 24 were
voters—yet the poU-lists in this District sliow tliat 2-45

votes were cast at tills eleoiion. For reasons stated

hereafter in regard to tlie election on tlie 3Uth of Marcli,

your Committee were unable to procure the attendance

of witnesses from tliis District. From tlie records, it

clearly appears that the votes cast could not have been

by lawful resident voters. The best test, in tiie absence

of direct proof, Ijy which to ascertain the number of

legal votes cast, is by a comparison of the census-roll

with the poll-book—by which it appears tiiat but T

resident settlers voted, and 23S votes were illegally and
fraudulently cast.

The election in the XlVth District was held at the house

of Benjamin Harding, a few miles from the town of St.

Joseph, Missouri, liefore the polls were opened, a large

number of citiaens of Buchanan County, Missouri, and
among them many of the leading citizens of St. Joseph,

were at the place of voting, and made a majority of ttie

company present. At the time appointed by the Gov-
ernor for opening the polls, two of the Judges were not

there, and it became the duly of the legal voters present

to select other judges. The judge who was present*
suggested the name of Mr. Waterson as one of the Judges
—but the crowd voted down the proposition. Some dis-

cussion then arose as to the riglit of non-residents to vote

^or judges, during wliich Mr. Bryant was nominated and
elected by the crowd. Some one nominated Col. John
Scott as the other judge, who was then and is now a

resident of St. Joseph. At that time, he was the City At-

torney at that place, and so continued until this spring,

but he claimed that the nigiit before he had come to the

house of Mr. Bryant, and had engaged boarding for a
month, and considered himself a resident of Kansas on
that ground. The judges appointed by the Governor re-

fused to put the nomination of Col. Scott to vote, because
he was not a resident. After some discussion, Judj,'e

Leonard, a citizen of Missouri, stepped forward and put

the vote himself; and Mr. Scott was declared by him as

elected by the crowd, and served as a judge of election

that day. After the election was over, he returned to St.

Joseph, and never since has resided in the Territory. It

is manifest that this election of a non-resident lawyer as

a judge was imposed upon the settlers by the citizens of

the State. AVhen the board of judges was thus completed,
the voting proceeded ; but the effect of the rule adopted by
the judges allowed many, if not a majority of the nun-
residents, to vote. They claimed that their presence on
the ground, especially when they had a claim in the

Territory, gave ttiera a right to vote—under that con-
struction of the law, they readily, when required, swore
they were "residents," and then voted. By this evasion,

as nearly as your Committee can ascertain from the testi-

mony, as many as 50 illegal votes were cast in this Dis-

trict out of 153, the whole number polled.

The election in the XVth District was held at Pense-
mun's, on Stranger Creek, a few miles from Weaton,

Missouri. On the day of the election, a large number of
citizens of Platte County, but chiefly from Weston and
Platte City, came in small parties, in wagons and on
horseback, to the polls. Among them were several lead-
ing citizens of that town, and the names of many of them
are given by the witnesses. They generally insisted
upon their right to vote, on the ground that every man
having a claim in the Territory could vote, no matter
where he lived. All voted who chose. No man was
challenged or sworn. Some of the residents did not vote.
The purpose of the strangers in voting was declared to be
to make Kansas a Slave State. We find by the poll-books
that 306 votes were cast—of these we find but 57 are on
the census-rolls as legal voters in February following.
Your Committee is satisfied from the testimony that not
over lUO of those who voted had any right so to do, leav-
ing at least 2ii6 illegal votes cast.
The election in the XVIth District was held at Leaven-

worth. It was then a small villnge of three or four
houses, located on the Delaware Reservation. There
were but comparatively few settlers then in the district,

but the number rapidly increased afterward. On the
day befdre and on the day of the election, a great many
citizens of Platte, Clay and Kay counties crossed the
river—most of them camping in tents and wagons about
the town, " like a camp-meeting." They were in compa-
nies or messes of ten to fifteen in each, and numbered in
all several hundred. The ybrought their own provision
and cooked it themselves, and were generally armed.
Many of them were known by the witnesses, and their

names given, and their names are found upon the poll-

books. Among them were several persons of influence
where they resided in Missouri, who held, or had held,
high official positions in that State. They claimed to be
residents of the Territory, from the fact that they were
then present, and insisted upon the right to vote, and did
vote. Their avowed purpose in doing so was to make
Kansas a Slave State. These strangers crowded around
the polls, and it was with great difficulty that the settlerg

coul.l get to the polls. One resident attempted to get to

the polls in the afternoon, but was crowded and pulled
back. He then went outside of the crowd and hurrahed
for Gen. Whitfield, and some of those who did not know
hiui said, '• that's a good Pro-Slavery man," and lifted

him over their heads so that he crawled on their heads
and put in his vote. A person who saw from the color of
his ticket that it was not fur Gen. Whitfield, cried out,
' He is a damned Abolitionist— let him down ;" and they
dropped him. Others were passed to the polls in the
same way, and others crowded up in the best way they
could. After this mockery of an election was over, the
non-residents returned to their homes in Missouri. Of
the 312 votes cast, not over 150 were by legal voters.

The following abstract exhibits the whole number of
votes at this election, for each candidate ; the number of
legal and illegal votes cast in each district ; and the num-
ber of legal votes in each district in February following;

ABSTRACT OF CEXSUS AND ELECTION NOV. 29, 1854,
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Thus your Committee find that in this, the first election

in the Territory, a very large majority of the votes were
cast by citieens of the State of Missouri, in violation of the

organic law of tlie Territory. Of the legal votes cast,

Gen. WliitfielJ received a plurality. Tlie settlers took

but little interest in the election, not one-half of them vot-

ing. This ruay be accounted for, from the fact that the

Beltlements were scattered over a great extent—that the

term of the Delegate to be elected was short—and tlial

the question of Free and Slave institutions was not gene-

rally regarded by them as distinctly at issue. Under
these circumstances, a systematic invasion from an
adjoining State, by which large numbers of illegal votes

Were cast in remote and sparse settlements for tlie

avowed purpose of extending Slavery into the Territory,

even thougli it did not change the result of the election,

was a crime of great magnitude. Its immediate effect

was to further excite the people of the Northern States

—

induce acts of retaliation, and exasperate the actual set-

tlers against their neighbors in Missouri.

In January and February, a.d. 1S55, the Governor
caused an enumeration to be taken of the inhabitants and
qualified voters in the Territory, an abstract of which is

here given

:

Total population S501
Total voters ... 29U5
Natives of the United States T161
Of foreisn birth 409

Slaves. r 242

Free negroes 151

On the same day the census was completed, the Governor
issued his proclamation for an election to be held on the 30th

of March, a.d. 1S56, for members of the Legislative Assem-

bly of the Territory. It prescribed the boundaries of dis-

tricts, the places for polls, the names of judges, the appoint-

ment of members, and recited the qualification of voters. If

it had been observed, a just and fair election would have re-

flected the wUl of the people of the Territory. Before the

election, false and inflammatory rumors were busily circula-

ted among the people of Western Missouri. The number and
character of the emigration tlien passing into the Territory

were grossly exaggerated and misrepresented. Through the

active exertions'of many of its leading citizens, aided by

the secret societies before referred to, the passions and
prejudices of the people of that State were greatly excited.

Several residents there have testified to the character of

the reports circulated among and credited by the people.

These efforts were successful By an organized move-
ment, which extended from Andrew County in the north

to Jasper County in the south, and as far eastward as

Boone and Cole counties, companies of men were arranged

in regular parties and sent into every council district in

t/i6 Territciry, and into every representative district

but one. The numbers were so distributed as to control

the election in each district. They went to vote, and with

tlie avowed design to make Kansas a Slave State. They
were generally armed and equipped, carried with them
tlieir own provisions and tents, and bo marched into the

Territory. The details of ttiis invasion from the mass of

the testimony taken by your committee are so voluminous

that we can here state but the leading facts elicited.

1st District—March 30, 1S55.

—

Lawrence.

The company of persons who marched into this district

collected in Kay, Howard, Carroll, Boone, La Fayette,

Randolph, Saline, and Cass counties, in the State of Mis-

souri. Their expenses were paid—those who could not

come contributing provisions, wagons, etc. Provisions were
deposited for those who were expected to come to Lawrence,

in the house of William Lykins, and were distributed among
the Missourians after they arrived there. The evening

before and the morning of the day of election, about 1000

men from the above counties arrived «t Lawrence, and
encamped in a ravine a short distance from town, near

the place of voting. They came in wagons—of which there

were over one hundred—and on horseback, under the

command of Colonel Samuel Young, of Boone County, Mis-

souri, and Claiborne F. Jackson, of Missouri^ They were

armed with guns, rifles, pistols, and bowie-knives, and had
tents, music, and flags with them. They brought with

them two pieces of artillery, loaded with musket-balls.

On their way to Lawrence, some of them met Mr. N. B.

Blanton, who had been appointed one of the judges of

election by Governor Reeder ; and, after learning from
him that he considered it his duty to demand an oath from
them as to their place of residence, first attempted to

bribe, and then threatened iiim with hanging, in order to

induce him to dispense with that oath. In consequence
of these threats, he did not appear at the polls the next
morning to act as judge.
The evening before the election, while in camp, the

Missourians were called together at the tent of Captain

Claiborne F. Jacksou, and speeches were made to tliem

by Colonel Young and others, calling for volunteers to go

to other districts where there were not Mis;:ourians enough

to control the election, as there were more at Lawrence

than were needed there. Many volunteered to go, and

the morning of the election several companies, from 150 to

200 men each, went off to Tecumseh, Hickory I'omt,

Bloomington, and other places. On the morning of the

election, the Missourians came over to the place of voting

from their camp, in bodies of one hundred at a time. Mr.

Blanton not appearing, another judge was upi>ointed in

his place—Colonel Young clauning that, as the people of

the Territory had two judges, it was nothing more than

right that the Missourians should have the other one, to

look after then- interests ; and Robert E. Cummins was

elected in Blanton's stead, because he considered that;

every man had a right to vote if he had been in the Terri-

tory "but an hour. The Missourians brought their tickets

with them; but, not having enough, they had three hun-

dred more printed in Lawrence on the evening before and

the day of election. They had white ribbons in their but-

ton-holes to distinguish themselves from the settlers.

When the voting commenced, the question of the legality

of the vote of a Mr. Page was raised. Before it was de-

cided. Colonel Samuel Young stepped up to the wmdow
where the votes were received, and said he would settle

the matter. The vote of Mr. Page was withdrawn, and

Colonel Young offered to vote. He refused to take the

oath prescribed by the Governor, but swore he was a resi-

dent of the Territory, upon which his vote was received.

He told Mr. Abbott, one of thi judges, when asked if he

intended to make Kansas his future home, that it was

none of his business ; that if he were a resident then he

should ask no more. After his vote was received, Colonel

Young got up in the window-sill and announced to the

crowd that he had been permitted to vote, and they could

all come up and vote. He told the judges that there was

no use in swearing the others, as they would all swear as

he had done. After the other judges concluded to receive

Colonel Young's vote, Mr. Abbott resigned as judge of

election, and Mr. Benjamin was elected in his place.

The polls were so much crowded until late in the evening,

that, for a time, when the men had voted, they were obliged

to get out by being hoisted- up on the roof of the buildmg

where the election was being held, and pass out over the

house. Afterward, a passage-way through the crowd was

made, by two lines of men being formed, through which

the voters could get up to the polls. Colonel Y'oung asked

that the old men be allowed to go up first and vote, as

they were tired with the traveling, and wanted to get back

to camp.
The Jlissourians sometimes came up to the polls in pro-

cession, two by two, and voted.

During the day, the Missourians drove off the ground

some of the citizens, Mr. Stevens, Mr. Bond, and Mr. Willis.

They threatened to shoot Mr. Bond, and a crowd rushed

after him, threatening him ; and, as he ran from them,

some shots were fired at him as he jumped off the bank of

the river and made his escape. The citizens of the town

went over in a body, late in the afternoon, when the polls

had become comparatively clear, and voted. . . .

The whole number of names appearing upon the poll-

lists is 1,0:J4. After full examination, we are satisfied

that not over 233 of these were legal voters, and btrl

were non-resident and illegal voters. This District is

strongly in favor of making Kansas a Free State, and

the e is" no doubt that the Free-State candidates for the

legislature would have been elected by large majorhies,

if none but the actual settlers had voted. At the preced-

ing election in November, 1S.54, where none but legal

voters we:e polled. General Whitfield, who received the

full strength of the Pro-Slavery party, got but 46 votes.

IId District—Bloomington.

On the morning of election, the judges appointed by

the Governor appeared and opened the polls. Their

names were Harrison Burson, Nathaniel Ramsay, and

Mr. Ellison. The Missourians began to come in caily in

the morning, some 500 or 600 of them, in wagons and car-

riages, and on horseback, under the lead of Samuel J.

Jones, then Postmaster of Westport, .Missouri, Claiborne

F. Jackson, and .Mr. Steely, of Independence, Missouru

They were armed with double-barreled guns, rifles,

bowie-knives, and pistols, and had flags hoisted. They

held a sort of informal election, off at one side, at first

for Governor of Kansas, and shortly aftenvard announced

Thomas Johnson, of Shawnee Mission, elected Governor.

The polls had been opened but a short time, when Mr.

Jones marched with the crowd up to tlie window, and

demanded that thev should be allowed to vote without

swearing as to their residence. After some noisy .and

threatening talk, Claiborne F. Jackson addressed the

crowd, saying they had come there to vote, that they had

a right to" vote if "they had been tlieie but five m'nutes,
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and he was not willing to go home without voting; th's

was received with cheers. Jackson then called upon
them to form into little bands of fifteen or twenty, which
they did, and went to an ox-wagon filled with guns,

which were distributed among them, and proceeded to

load some of them on the ground. In pursuance of
Jackson's request, they tied white tape or ribbons in

their buttonholes, so as to distinguish them from the
''Abolitionists." They again demanded that the Judges
should resign, and upon their refusing to do so, smashed
in the window, sash and all, and presented their pistols

and guns to them, threatening to shoot them. Some one
on the outside cried out to them not to shoot, as there
were Pro-Slavery men in the room with the judges.

They then put a pry under the corner of the house, which
was a log house, and lifted it up a few inches and let it

fall again, but desisted upon being told there were Pro-
Slavery men in the house. During this time, the crowd
repeatedly demanded to be allowed to vote without being
sworn, and Mr. KUison, one of the judges, expressed him-
self willing, but the other two judges refused ; thereupon
a body of men, headed by " Sheriff Jones," rushed into

the judges' room with cocked pistols and drawn bowie-
knives in their hands, and approached liurson and Ram-
say. Jones pulled out his watch, and said he would give
them five minutes to resign in, or die. When the five

minutes had expired and the judges did not resign, Jones
Baid he would give them another minute, and no more.
Ellison told his associates that if they did not resign, there
would be one hundred shots fired in the room in less than
fifteen minutes ; and then, snatching up the ballot-bo.x,

ran out into the crowd, holding up the ballot-box and
hurrahing for Missouri. About that time liurson, and
Kamsay were called out by their friends, and not suffered

to return. As Mr. Burson went out, he put the ballot

poll-books in his pocket, and took them with him ; and as
he was going out, Jones snatched some papers away from
him, and shortly afterward came out himself holding
them up, crying " Hurrah tor luisouuri !" After he discov-

ered tliey were not the poll-books, he took a party of men
with him and started off to take the poll-books from liur-

son. Mr. Burson saw them coming, and he gave the
books to Mr. Umberger, and told him to start off in

another direction, so as to mislead Jones and his party.
Jones and his party caught Mr. Umberger, took the poll-

books away from him, and Jones took him up behind him
on a horse, and carried him back a prisoner. After Jones
and his party had taken Umberger back, they went to the
house of Mr. Piamsay and took Judge John A. Wakefield
prisoner, and carried him to the place of election, and
made him get up on a wagon and make them a speech

;

after which they put a white ribbon in his button-hole
and let him go. They then chose two new judges, and
proceeded with the election.

They also threatened to kill the judges if they did not
receive tneir votes without swearing them, or else resign.

They sai<l no man should vote who would submit to be
sworn—that .they would kill any one that would offer to

do so—" shoot him," " cut his guts out," etc. They said
no man should vote this day unless he voted an open
ticket, and was " all right on the goose," and that if tliey

could not vote by fair means, they would by foul means.
They said they had as much riglit to vote, if they had
been in the Territory two minutes, as if they had been
there for two years, and they would vote. Some of the
citizens who were about the window, but had not voted
when the crowd of Missourians marched up there, upon
attempting to vote, were driven back by the mob, or
driven off. One of them, Mr. J. M. Macey, was asked if

he would take the oath, and upon his replying that he
would if the judges required it, he was dragged through
the crowd away from the polls, amid cries of " Kill the
d—d nigge. -thief," "Cut his throat," " Tear his heart
out," etc. After they had got him to the outside of the
crowd, they stood around him with cocked revolvers and
drawn bowie-knives, one man putting a knife to his

liearl so that it touched him, another holding a cocked
pistol to his ear, while another struck at him with a club.
The Missourians said they had a right to vote if they had
been in the Territory but five minutes. Some said they
had been hired to come there and vote, and get a dollar

a day, and, by Gr— d, they would vote or die there.

They said the yoth day of March was an important day,
as Kansas would be made a Slave State on that day.
They began to leave iu the direction of Missouri in the
afternoon, after they had voted, leaving some tliirty or
forty around tlie house wheie the election was held, to

guard the polls until after the election was over. The
citizens of the Territory were not around, except those
who took part in the mob, and a large portion of them
did not vote : ;J11 votes were polled there that day,
of which but some thirty were citizens. A protest
against the election was made to the (iovernor. The

returns of the election made to the Governor were lost

by the Committee of Elections of the Legislature at Paw-
nee. The duplicate returns left in the ballot-box were
taken by F. E. Laley, one of the judges elected by the
Missourians, and were either lost or destroyed in h 3

house, so that your Committee have been unalde to

institute a comparison between the poll-lists and census
returns of this district. The testimony, however, is uni-
form, that not even thirty of those who voted there that
day were entitled to vote, leaving 311 illegal votes. We
are satisfied from the testimony that, had the actual set-

tlers alone voted, the Free-State candidates would have
been elected by a handsome majority.

IIID District—Tecumseh.

For some days prior to the election, companies of men
were organized in Jackson, Cass, and Clay counties. Mo.,
for the purpose of coming to the Territory and voting in

this Vth district. The day previous to the election, some
400 or 500 Missourians, armed with guns, pistols, and
knives, came into the Territory and camped, some at

Bull Creek, and others at Potawatamie Creek. Their
camps were about sixteen miles apart. On the evening
before the election, Judge Hamilton of the Cass County
Court, Mo., came from the Potawatamie Creek camp to

Bull Creek for sixty more Missourians, as they had
not enough there to render the election certain, and
about that number went down there with him. On the
evening before the election. Dr. B. 0. Westfall was elect-

ed to act as one of the Judges of Election in the Bull

Creek precinct, in place of one of the judges appointed
by the Governor, who, it was said, would not be there the
next day. Dr. Westfall was at that time a citizen of
Jackson County, Mo. On the morning of the election,

the polls for Bull Creek precinct were opened, and, with-
out swearing the judges, they proceeded to receive the
votes of all who offered to vote. For the sake of appear-
ance, they would get some one to come to the window
and offer to vote, and when asked to be sworn he would
pretend to grow angry at the judges and would go away,
and his name would be put down as having offered to

vote, but "rejected, refusing to be sworn." This
arrangement was made previously and perfectly under-
stood by the judges. But few of the residents of th»
district were present at the election, and only thirteen

voted. The number of votes cast in the precinct was 393.

One Missourian voted for himself and then voted for

his little son, but 10 or 11 years old. Col. Coffer, Henry
Younger and Mr. Lykins, who were voted for and elect-

ed to the Legislature, were residents of Missouri at the
time. CoL Coffer subsequently married in the Territory.

After the polls were closed, the returns were made, and
a man, claiming to be a magistrate, certified on them
that he had sworn the judges of election before opening
the polls. In the Potawatamie precinct, the Missourians
attended the election, and after threatening Mr. Ches-
nut, the only judge present appointed by the Governor,
to induce him to resign, they proceeded to elect two
other judges—one a Missourian and the other a resident

of anoihei- precinct of that district. The polls were then
opened, and all the Missourians were allowed to vote
witliout being sworn.
After the polls were closed, and the returns made out

for the signature of the judges, Mr. Chesnut refused to

sign them, as he did not consider them correct returns

of legal voters.

Col. Coffer, a resident of Missouri, but elected to the

Kansas Legislature from that district at that election, en-

deavored with others to induce Mr. Chesnut by threats

to sign the returns, which he refused to do, and left the

house. On his way home, he was fired at by some Mis-

sourians, though not injured. There were three illegal

to one legal vote given there that day. At the Big Layer
precinct, the judges appointed by the Governor met
at the time appointed, and proceeded to open the polls,

after being duly sworn. After a few votes had been re-

ceived, a party of Msssourians came into the yard of

the house where the election was held, and, unloading a
wagon filled with arms, stacked their guns in the yard,
and came up to the window and demanded to be admit-
ted to vote. Two of the judges deciiled to receive their

votes, whereupon the third judge, Mr. J. M. Arthur, re-

signed, and another was chosen in his jilace. Col.

Young, a citizen of Missouri, but a candidate for, and
elected to, the Territorial Legislative Council, was pre-

sent and voted in the precinct. He claimeil that all

Missourians who were present on the day of election

were entitled to vote. But thirty or forty of the citizens

of the precinct were present, and many of them did not

vote. At the Little Sugar precinct, the election seemed
to have been conducted fairly, and there a Free-Slate

majority was polled. From the testimony, the whole
district appears to have been laigely Free-State, and,,
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had none but actual spttlei's voted, the Free-State candi-

dates would liave been elected by a laige majority.

From a careful examination of the testimony and the

records, we find that from 20) to 2i5 legal votes were i

polled out of SS5, the total number given in tlie precincts
|

of the Vth District. Of the legal votes cast, the Free-

State candidates received 15'2.

VIth District—Fort Scott.

A company of citizens from Missouri, mostly from
Bates County, came into this District the day before the

election, some camping and others putting up at the
public-house. They numbered fiom 100 to 200, and came
in wagons and on horseback, carrying their provisions
and tents with them, and were generally armed with pis-

tols. They declared their purpose to vote, and claimed
the right to do so. They went to the polls generally in

small bodies, with tickets in their hands, and many, if

not all, voted. In some cases, they declared ttiat they
had voted, and gave their reasons for so doing. Mr.
Anderson, a Pro-Slavery candidate for the Legislature,

endeavored to dissuade the non-residents from voting,

because he did not wish the election contested. This
person, however, insisted upon voting, and upon his

right to vote, and did so. No one was challenged or

sworn, and all voted who desired to. Out of 850 votes
cast, not over 100 were legal, and but 6i of these

named in the census taken one month before by Mr.
Barber, the candidate for Council, voted. Many of the

Free-State men did not vote, but your Committee is sat-

isfied that, of the legal votes cast, the Pro-Slavery candi-

dates received a majority. Mr. Anderson, one of these

candidates, was an unmarried man, who came into the

District from Missouri a few days before the election,

and boarded at the public-house until the day after the
election. He then took with him the poll-lists, and did

not return to Fort Scott until the occasion of a barbacue
the week before the election of October 1, 1S55. He
voted at that election, and after it left, and has not since

been iu the District. S. A. Williams, the other Pro-
Slavery candidate, at the time of the election had a
claim in the Territory, but his legal residence was not
there until after the election.

VIIth District.

From two to three hundred men, from the State of
Missouri, came in wagons or on horseback, to the elec-

tion ground at Switzer's Creek, in the VIIth District, and
encamped near the polls, on the day preceding the
election. They were armed with pistols and other wea-
pons, and declared their purpose to vote, in order to se-

cure the election of Pro-Slavery members. They said
they were disappointed in not finding more Yankees
there, and that they had brought more men than were
necessary to counterbalance their vote. A number of
them wore badges of blue ribbon, with a motto, and the
company were under the direction of leaders. They de-
clared their intention to conduct themselves peacefully,
unless the residents of the Territory attempted to stop
them from voting. Two of the judges of election ap-
pointed by Governor Keeder refused to serve, where-
upon two others were appointed in their stead by the
crowd of Missourians who surrounded the polls. The
newly-appointed judges refused to take the oath pre-
ecribed by Governor Reeder, but made one to suit them-
selves. Andrew Johnson requested each voter to swear
if he had a claim in the Territory, and if he had voted in

another district. The judges did not take the oath pre-
scribed, but were sworn to receive all legal votes. The
Missourians voted without being sworn. They sup-
ported H. J. Stickler for Council, and M. W. McGee for

Kepresentative. They left the evening of the election.

Some of them started on horseback for Lawrence, as
they said they could be there before night, and all went
the way they came. The census-list shows 53 legal voters
in the District. 253 votes wore cast ; of these 25 were
residents, 17 of whom were in the District when the cen-
sus was taken. Some of the residents present at the
polls did not vote, declaring it useless. Candidates de-
cUned to run on the Free-State ticket because they were
unwilling to run the risk of so unequal a contest—it be-
ing known that a great many were coming up from Mis-
souri to vote. Nearly all the settlers were Free-State
men, and 23 of the 25 legal votes given were cast for the
only Free-State candidate running. Mobiller McGee,
who was declared elected Representative, had a claim—

a

saw-mill and a house in the Territory—and be was there
part of the time. But his legal residence is now, and was
then, near Westport, in Missouri, where he owns and
ronducts a valuable farm, and where his family resides.

TIIIth District.

This was attached to the TUth District for member of

7

the Council and a Representative, and its vote was con-
trolled by the illegal vote cast there. The census shows
39 votes in it—37 votes were cast, of whom a majority
voted the Free-State ticket.

IXtu District.

Fort Riley and Pawnee are in this District. The lat-
ter place was selected by the Governor as the tempo-
rary capital, and he designed there to expend the sums
appropriated by Congress in the construction of suitablo
houses for the Legislature. A good deal of building way
then being done at the fort near by. For these reasons,
a number of mechanics, mostly from Pennsylvania, came
into this district in March, 1S55, to seek employment.
Some of these voted at the election. The construction
of the capital was first postponed, then abandoned, and
finally the site of the town was declared by the Secre-
tary of War to be within the military reservation of
Fort Riley. Some of the inhabitants returned to the
States, and some went to other parts of the Territory.
Your Committee find that they came as settlers, intend-
ing to remain as such, and were entitled to vote.

Xth District.

In this district, ten persons belonging to the Wyandot
tribe of Indians voted. They were of that class who
under the law were entitled to vote ; but their residenco
was in Wyandot Village, at the mouth of Kansas River,

and they had no right to vote in this district. They
voted the Pro-Slavery ticket. Eleven men recently from
Pennsylvania voted the Free-State Ticket. From the
testimony, they had not, at the time of the election, so

established their residence as to have entitled them to

vote. In both these classes of cases, the judges exam-
ined the voters under oath and allowed them to vote,

and in all respects the election seems to have been con-
ducted fairly. The rejection of both would not have
changed the result. This and the Vlllth Election District

formed one representative district, and was the only one
to which the invasion from Missouri did not extend.

XIth District.

The IXth, Xth, XIth and Xllth Election Districts,

being all sparsely settled, were attached together as a
Council District, and the Xltii and Xllth as a Repre-
sentative District. This Election District is 60 miles nonh
from Pawnee, and 150 miles from Kansas City. It is the
northwest settlement in the Territory, and contained,
when the census was taken, but 36 inhabitants, of whom
24 were voters. There was on the day of election no
white settlement about Marysville, the place of voting,

for 40 miles, except that Marshall and Bishop kept a
store and ferry at the crossing of the Big Blue and the
California r:ad. Y'our Committee were unable to pro-
cure witnesses from this district. Persons who were pre-

sent at the election were duly summoned by an officer,

and among them was F. J. Mai-shall, the member of the
House from that district. On his return, the officer was
arrested and detained, and persons bearing the names
of some of the witnesses summoned were stopped near
Lecompton, and did not appear before the Committee.
The returns show that, in defiance of the Governor's
proclamation, the voting was ^iva voce, instead of by
ballot. 323 names appear upon the poll-books as voting,

and by comparing these names with those on the census
rolls, we find that but seven of the latter voted. The
person voted for as Representative, F. J. Marshall, was
chief owner of the store at Marysville, and was there

sometimes, but his family lived in Weston. John Don-
aldson, the candidate voted for the Council, then lived

in Jackson County, Missouri.

On the day after the election, Mr. Marshall, with 25 or

30 m»n from Weston, Mo., was on the way from Marys-
ville to the State. Some of the party told a witness who
had formerly resided at Weston, that they were up at

Marysville and carried the day for Missouri, and that

they had voted about 150 votes. Mr. Marshall paid the

bill at that point for the party.
There does not appear to have been any emigration

into that district in March, 1S55, after the census was
taken, and, judging from the best test in the power of

your Committee, there were but seven legal votes cist in

the district, and 321 illegaU

XIIth District.

The election in this district was conducted fairly. No
complaint was made that illegal votes were cast.

XIIIth District.

Previous to the day of election, several hundreds of
Missourians from Platte, Clay, Boone, Clinton, and How-
ard counties, came into the district iu wagons and on
horseback, and camped there. They were armed with
guns, revolvers, and bowie-knives and had badges of
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hemp in their button-holes and elsewhere about the'r

persons. They claimed to have a right to vote, fiom the

fact that they were there on the ground, and had, or

intended to make, claims in the Territory, although their

families were in Missouri.

Tlie judges appointed by the Governor opened the

polls, and some persons offered to vote, and when their

votes were rejected on the ground that they were not

residents of the district, the crowd threatened to tear the

house down if the judges did not leave. The judges then

withdrew, taking the poll-books with them. The crowd
then proceeded to select other persons to act as judges,

and the election went on. Those persons voting who
were sworn were asked if they considered themselves

residents of the district, and if they said they did, they

were allowed to vote. But few of the residents were
present and voted, and the Free-State men, as a general

thing, did not vote. After the Missourians got through

voting, they returned home. A formal return was made
by the judges of election setting out the facts, but it was
not verified. The number of legal voters in this district

was 96, of whom a majority were Fi ee-State men. Of
these — voted. The total number of votes cast was 296.

XIVth District.

It was generally rumored in this district, for some days
before the election, that the Mi-ssourians were coming
over to vote. Previous to the election, men from Mis-

souri came into the district, and electioneered for the

Pro-Slavery candidates. Gen. David U. Atchison and a
party controlled the nominations in one of the primary
elections.

Burr Oak Prkcinct.

Several hundred Missourians from Buchanan, Platte,

and Andrew counties, Mo., including a great many of the

prominent citieeas of St. Joseph, came into this precinct

the day before, and on the day of election, in wagons
and on horses, and encamped there. Arrangements were
made for them to cross the ferry at St. Joseph free of

expense to themselves. They were armed with bowie-

knives and pistols, guns and rifles. On the morning of

the election, the Free-State candidates resigned in a
body, on account of the presence of the large number of

armed Missourians, at which the crowd cheered and
hurrahed. Gen. B. F. Stringfellow was present, and was
prominent in promoting the election of the Pro-Slavery

tcket, as was also the Hon. Willard P. Hall, and others

of the most prominent citizens of St. Joseph, Mo. But
one of the judges of election, appointed by the Governor,

se ved on that day, and the crowd chose two others to

su])ply the vacancies.

The Missourians said the.v came there to vote for, and
secure the election of. Major Wm. P. Richardson. Major
Kicliardson, elected to the Council, had a farm in

Missouri, where his wife and daughter lived with his son-

in-law, Willard P. Hall, he himself generally going home
to Missouri every Saturday night. The farm was gene-

rally known as the Richardson farm. He had a claim in

the Territory, upon which was a saw-mill, and where he
generally remained during the week.

Some of the Missourians gave as their reason for voting

that they had heard that eastern emigrants were to be at

that election, though no eastern emigrants were there.

Others said they were going to vote for the purpose of
making Kansas a Slave State.

Some claimed that they had a right to vote, under the

provisions of the Kansas-Nebraska bill, from the fact that

they were present on the ground on the day of election.

The Free-State men generally did not vote, and
those who did vote, voted generally for John H. White-
head, Pro-Slavery, for Council, against Major Wm. P.

Richardson, and did not vote at all for members of the

Lower House.
The parties were pretty nearly equally divided in the

district, some being of opinion that the Free-State

party had a small majority, and others that the Pro-
Slavery party had a small majority. After the election

was over and the polls were closed, the Missourians re-

turned home. During the day, they had provisions and
liquor served out, free of expense, to all.

Doniphan Prkcinct;.

The evening before the election, some 200 or more
Missourians from Platte, Buchanan, Saline, and Clay
counties, Missouri, came into this precinct, with tents,

music, wagons, and provisions, and armed with guns,
rifles, pistols, and bowie-knives, and encamped about
two miles from the place of voting They said they came
to vote, to make Kansas a Slave State, and intended to

return to Missouri after they had voted
On the morning of the election, the Judges appointed

by the Governor would not se.ve, and others were
appointed by the c.owd. The Missourians were allowed

to vote without being sworn—some of them voting aa

many as eight or nine times ; changing their hats and
coats, and giving in different names each time. After
they had voted, they returned to Missouri. The Free-
State men generally did not vote, though constituting a
majority in the precinct. Upon counting the ballots in

the bo.x and tlie names on the poll-lists, it was found
that there were too many ballots, and one of the judges
of election took out ballots enough to make the two num-
bers correspond.

Wolf River Precinct.

The number of voters in the district by the census was
334; -of these 124 voted. The testimony shows that quite
a number of persons whose legal residence was in the
populous county of Buchanan, Mo., on the opposite side

of the river, had claims in the Territory. Some ranged
cattle, and others marked out their claim and built a
cabin, and sold this incipient title where they could.
They were not residents of the Territory in any just or
legal sense. A number of settlers moved into the district

in the month of March. Your Committee are satisfied,

after a careful analysis of the records and testimony,
that the number of legal votes cast did not exceed 200

—

out of 72T.

XVth District.

The election in this district was held in the house of a
Mr. Hayes. On the day of election, a crowd of from 400
to 500 men collected around the polls, of which the great
body were citizens of Missouri. One of the judges of
election, in his testimony, states that the strangers com-
menced crowding around the polls, and that then the
residents left. Threats were made before and during the
election day that there should be no Free-State can-
didates, although there were nearl.v or quite as many
Free-State as Pro-Slavery men resident in the district.

Most of the crowd were drinking and carousing, cursing
the Abolitionists and threatening the only Free-State
judge of election. A majority of those who voted wore
hemp in their button-holes, and their password was,
" all right on the hemp." Many of the Missourians were
known and are named by the witnesses. Several
speeches were made by them at the polls, and among
those who spoke were Major Oliver, one of your Com-
mittee, Col. Burns, and Lalan Williams, of Platte County.
Major OUver urged upon all present to use no harsh
words, and expressed the hope that nothing would be
said or done to harm the feelings of the most sensitive on
the other side. He gave some grounds, based on the
Missouri Compromise, in regard to the right of voting,
and was understood to e.xcuse the Missourians for voting.
Your Committee are satisfied that he did not vote. Col.

Burns recommended all to vote, and he hoped none
would go home without voting. Some of the Pro-
Slavery residents were much dissatisfied at the inter-

ference with their rights by the Missourians, and for that
reason—because reflection convinced them that it would
be belter to have Kansas a Free-Stale—they "fell over
the fence." The judges requested the voters to take an
oath that they were actual residents. They objected at

first, some saying they had a claim, or " I am here."
But the Free-Stale judge insisted upon the oath, and his

associates, who at first were disposed to waive it, coin-

cided with him, and the voters all took it after some
grumbling. One said he cut him some poles and laid them
in the shape of a square, and that made him a claim ; and
another said that he had cut him a few slicks of wood,
and that made him a claim. The Free-State men did not
vote, although they believed their numbers to be equal
to the Pro-Slavery settlers, and some claimed that they
had the majority. They were deterred by threats
throughout by the Missourians, before and on the day of
election, from putting up candidates, and no candidates
were run, for this reason—that there was a credited
rumor previously that the Missourians would control the
election. The Free-State judge was threatened with ex-
pulsion from the polls, and a young man thrust a pistol

into the window through which the voles were received.
The whole number of votes cast was 417 ; of the names
on the poll-book, but 62 are in the census-rolls, and the
testimony shows that a small portion, estimated by one
witness at one-quarter of the legal voters, voted. Your
Committee estimate the number of legal volers at 80.

One of the judges referred to, certified to the Governor
that the election was fairly conducted. It was not con-
tested, because no one would take the responsibility of
doing it, as it was not considered safe, and that if

another election was held, the residents would fare no
better.

XVIth District.

For some time previous to the election, meetings wero
lield and arrangements made in Missouri to get up cai»
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pitnies fo come over to the Territory and vote, and the
(lay before, and on the day of election, large bodies of

Missouriaiis from PUtte, Clay, R^y, Cliarltnn, Carrol,
Clinton, and Saline counties, Missouri, came into this

district and camped there. They were armed with pistols

and bowie-knives, and gome with guns and rifles, and
had badges of hemp in their button-holes and elsewhere
about llieir persons.
On tlie morning of the election, there were from 1,000

to 1,4(10 pt-rsons present on the ground. Previous to the
e eciion, Uie Missourians endeavored to persuade the two
Free-Slate judges to resign, by making threats of personal
violence to them, one of whom lesigned on the morning
of election, and the crowJ chose another to fill his place.

But one of the judges, the Free-State judge, would take
the oath prescribed by the Governor, ihe other two
deciding that they had no right to swear any one w!io
offered to vote, but that all on the ground wei e entitled

to vote. The only votes refused were some Delaware
Indians, some Su Wyandot Indians being allowed to

vote
The Free-State men generally did not vote at that elec-

tion ; and no newly-arrived Eastern emigrants were there.

The Free-State judge of election refused to sign the re-

turns until the words " by lawful resident voters" were
stricken out, which was done, and the returns made in

that way. The election was contested, and a new elec-

tion ordered by Gov. Reeder, for the 22il of May.
The testimony is divided as to the relative strength of

parties in this district. The whole number of voters in

the district, according to the census returns, was 3^5
;

and, according to a very carefully prepared list of voters,

prepared for the Pro-Slavery candidates and other Pro-
Slavery tuen, a few daj-s previous to the election, there
were 805 voters in the district, including thuse who had
claims but did not live on them. The whole number of

votes cast was 964. Of those named in the census li 6
voted. Your Committee, upon careful examination, are
satisfied that there were not over 15j legal votes cast,

leaving 814 illegal votes.

XTIIth District.

The election in this district seems to have been fairly

conducted, and not contested at all. In this district. th«

Pro-Slavery party had the majority.

XVIIIth District.

Previous fo the election. Gen. David R. Atchison of

Platte City, Missouri, got up a company ot Slissourians,

and passing through VVeston, Missouri, wt iit over int<>

the Territory. He remaimd all night at Ihe house o f

and then exnibitcd his arms, of whic!, he had an abund-
ance. He proceeded to the Nemaha (XVlIltli) ilistrict.

On his way, he and his farty attended a NominaliogCoii-
ventioii in the XlVth District, and proposed and caused
to be nominated a set of candidates in opposition to the

wishes of the Pro-Slavery residents of tije district. At
that Convention, he said that there weie l,10i) men
coming over from Platte County, and if that wasn't
enough, they could send 5,0( more—that they came to

vote, and would vole or kill every G—d d—d Abolitionist

in the Territory.

On the day of election, the Missourians, under Atchi-

son, who were encamped there, came up to the polls in the

XVIIIth District taking the oath that they were residents

of the district. The Missourian-i were all armed with

pistols or bowie-i>nives, and said there were 60 in their

company. But 17 votes given on that day were given
by residents of the district. The whole number of votes

was 62.

R. L. Kirk, one of the candidates, came Into the dis«

trict from Missouri about a week before the election, and
boa:ded there. He left after the election, an<i was not at
the time a legal resident of the district in which he was
elected. No protest was sent to the Governor on account
of threats made against any who should dare to contest
the election.

The following tables embody the result of the examina-
tion of your Committee in regard to thi> election. In
sotne of the districts, it was impossihle to ascertain the
precise number of the legal votes cast, and especially in

the XlVth, XVih, and XVIih Districts. In such cases,

the number of legal and illegal votes cast is stated, after

a careful reexamination of all the testimony and records
concerning the election :

ABSTRACT OF CENSUS, AND RETURNS OF ELECTION OF MARCH 30, 1855, BY
ELECTION DISTRICTS.

Places of Votdio.

Lawrence
Bloomington
Stinson's, or Tecumseh.
Dr. Chapman's

"Bull Creek
Potawataraie
Big Sugar Creek.
Little Sugar Creek
Fort Scott
Isaac B. Titus
Council Grove
Pawnee
Big Blue
Kook Creek
Marysville
St. Mary's
Si.ver Lake
Hickory Point
Doniphan
Wolf Creek
Burr-Oak, Hodge's
Hayes ,

Leavenworth
Gum Springs
Moorestown

Total 542T
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By that act it was declared to be the true intent and

meaning of this act to leave tlie people thereof perfectly

free to form and regulate their domestic institutions

in tlieir own way, subject to the Constitution of the

United States.

So careful was Congress of the right of popular

sovereignty, that to secure it to the people, without a

single petition from any portion of the country, they

removed the restriction against Slavery imposed by the

Missouri Compromise. And yet this right, so carefully

secured, was thus by force and fraud overthrown by a

portion of the people of an adjoining State.

The striking difiference between thisRepul)lic and other

Republics on this Continent, is not in tlie provisions of

constitutions and laws, but that here changes in the ad-

ministration of those laws have been made peacefully and

quietly through the ballot-box. This invasion is the first

and only one in the history of our Government, by

which an organized force from one State has elected a

Legislature for another State or Territory, and as such it

should have been resisted by the whole executive power

of tlie National Government.
Your Committee are of the opinion that the Constitu-

tion and laws of the United States have invested the

President and Governor of the Territory with ample

power for this purpose. They could only act after re-

ceiving autlientic information of the facts ; but when re-

ceived, whether before or after the certificates of election

Were granted, this power should have been exercised to

its fullest extent. It is not to be tolerated that a legisla-

tive body thus selected should assume or exercise any
legislative functions; and their enactments should be

regarded as null and void ; nor should the question of

its legal existence as a legislative body be determined by

itself, as that would be allowing the criminal to judge of

his own crime. In section twenty-two of the organic act

it is provided, that " the persons having the highest num-
ber of legal votes in each of said Council-districts for

members of the Council, shall be declared by the Governor

to be duly elected to the Council, and the persons having

the highest number of legal votes for the House of Repre-

sentatives, shall be declared by the Governor duly

elected members of said House." The proclamation of

the Governor required a verified notice of a contest when
one was made, to be filed with him within four days

after the election. Within that time, he did not obtain

information as to force or fraud in any except the fol-

lowing districts, and in these there were material defects

in the returns of election. Without deciding upon his

iiower to set aside elections for force and fraud, they

were set aside for the following reasons :

In the 1st District, because the words " by lawful resi-

dent voters," were stricken from the return.

In the lid District, because the oath was administered

by G. AV. Taylor, who was not authorized to administer an
oath.

Ill the Illd District, because material erasures from the

printed form of the oath were purposely made.
In the IVth District, for the same reason.

In the Vllth District, because the Judges were not sworn
at all.

In the Xlth District, because the returns show the

election to have been held viva voce instead of by ballot.

In the XVIth District, because the words " by lawful

residence" were stricken from the returns.

ABSTRACT OF THE RETURNS OF ELECTION OF
MAY 22, 1855.
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Under these arrangements, companies n-ent info the
TeiTitory in the Fall of lSo4, under the articles of associa-

tion referred to. The company did not pay any portion of

the fare, nor furnish any personal or real proi>erty to tlie

emigrant. The companj-, during 1S55, sent into the Terri-

tory from eight to ten saw-mills, purchased one hotel in

Kansas City, which they subsequently sold, built one hotel

at Lawrence, and owned one other building in that place.
In some cases, to induce them to make Improvements,
town lots were given to them by town associations in this

Territory. They held no property of any otlier kind or
description. They imposed no condition upon their emi-
grants, and did not inquire into their political, religious, or
social opinions. The total amount expended by them, in-

cluding the salaries of their agents and officers, and the
expenses incident to all organizations, was less than
$100,000.

Their purposes, so far as your Committee can ascertain,
were lawful, and contributed to supply those wants most
experienced in the settlement of a new country.
The only persons or company who emigrated into the

Territory under the auspices of the Emigrant Aid Society
in 1S55, prior to the election in March, was a party of 159
persons, who came under the charge of Charles Robin-
son.

In this party, there were 67 women and children. They
came as actual settlers, intending to make their homes in

the Territory, and for no other purpose. They had about
their persons but little baggage ; usually sufficient clotli-

ing in a carpet-sack for a short time. Their personal ef-

fects, such as clothing, furniture, etc., were put into trunks
and boxes ; and for convenience in selecting, and cheap-
ness in transporting, was marked " Kansas party bag-
gage, care B. Slater, St. Louis." Generally, this was con-
signed as freight, in the usual way, to the care of a com-
mission merchant. This party had, in addition to the usual
allowance of one hundred pounds to each passenger, a
large quantity of baggage on which the respective owners
paid the usual extra freight. Each passenger or party
paid his or their own expenses ; and the only benefit they
derived from the Society, not sliared by all the people of

tlie Territory, was the reduction of about JT in the
price of the fare, the convenience of traveling in a com-
pany instead of alone, and the cheapness and facility of
transporting their freight through regular agents. Subse-
quently, many emigrants, being either disappointed with
tlie country or its political condition, or deceived by the
statements made by the newspapers and bj' the agents of
tlie Society, became dissatisfied, and returned, both before
and after the election, to their old homes. Most of them
are now settlers in the Territory. Some few voted at the
election in Lawrence, but the number was small. The
names of these emigrants have been ascertained, and

of ttiem were found upon the poll-books. This
company of peaceful emigrants, moving with their house-
hold goods, was distorted into an invading horde of pauper
Abolitionists, who were, with others of a similar character,
to control the domestic institutions of the Territory, and
then overturn those of a neighboring powerful State.

In regard to the second charge : There is no proof that
any man was either hired or induced to come into the
Territory from any Free State, merely to vote. The en-
tire emigration in March, 1S55, is estimated at 500 persons,
including men, women, and cliildren. They came on
Eteamboats up the Missouri River, in the ordinary course
of emigration. Many returned for causes similar to those
before stated; but the body of them are now residents.

The only pereons of those who were connected by proof
with the election, were some who voted at the Big Blue
I'recinct in the Xth District, and at Pawnee, in the IXth
District. Their purpose and character are stated in a
former part of this report.
The third charge is entirely groundless. The organic

law requires the Governor to cause an enumeration of the
inhabitants and legal voters to be made ; and that he ap-
portion the members of the Council and House, according
to this enumeration. For reasons stated by persons en-
gaged in taking the census, it was not completed until the
early part of March, 1S55. At that time, the day of hold-
ing the elecMon had not been, and could not have been,
named by the Governor. So soon as practicable after the
returns were brought in, he issued his proclamation for
an election, and named the earliest day, consistent with
due notice, as the day of election. The day on which the
election was to be held was a matter of conjecture all

over the country ; but it was generally known that it would
be in the latter'part of March. The pracise day was not
known by any one until the proclamation issued. It was
not known to the agents of the Emigrant Aid Society in
Boston on the 13th of March, ISoo, when the party of emi-
grants before referred to, left.

Your Committee are satisfied that these charges were
made the mere pretext to induce an armed invasion into

the Territory, as a means to control the election and es.

tablish Slavery there.

The real purjiose is avowed and illustrated by the testi-

mony and conduct of Colonel John Scott, of St. Joseph's,
Missouri, who acted as the attorney for the sitting dele-

gate before your Committee. The following are extracts
from his deposition

:

" Prior 10 the election in Burr-Oak precinct, in the XlVih Dis-
trict, on the iy;h ol November, 1854, I had been a resident of
Mis.'^ouri, and I tlien determined, if I found it iiic^sary, to be-
come a resident of Kansas Territory, tin Ihi' ilay jipi'vioiis to

that election, I settled up my board" at my lioanliiii.' hcnise, in

St, Joseph's, Missouri, and went over u'> the Territory, and
took boarding with Mr. Bryant, near whose house the pjjils

were held the next day, for one month, so that I niiuhl have it ui

my power, hy merely determining to do so, to become a resi-

deiu of the Territory on the day ot election.
" When my name was proposed as a Judge of Election, oh

jeeliong were made by two persons only I then
publicly Informed those present, that I had a claim in the 'ter-

ritory ; that I had taken board in the Territory for a month ;

and (hat I could, at any moment, become an actual resident
and leeal voter in the Territory, and that I would do so, if I

concluded at any time during the day that my vote would be
necessary to carry that precinct in favor of the Pro-Slavery
candidate for delegate to Congress I did not dur-
ing the day consider it necessary to become a resident of the

Territory for the purpose mentioned, and did not vote nor ofler

to vole at that election.
" I held the otlice of City-Attorney for St. Joseph's at that

lime, and had hidd it for two ur three years previously, and
continued to hidd it until this spring 1 voted at

an election in bt. Joseph's, in the spring of 1855, and was re-

appoiiued Ciiy-.-\ttornev. The questinn of f^lavery was put in

issue at the election of iCovemher, lbo4, to the same extent as
in every election in this Territory, Gen. Whitfit Id was re-

garded as the Pro-Slavery candidate for the Pro-Ma very party.

I regarded the quesdon of Slavery as the primarily prominent
issue at that election, and, so far as I know, all parues agreed
in making that question the issue of that election.

"/« ».« m;/ iiitentinn, and the intention of a giettl manij otlirr

^fh'!mwianxnow reMdentin Hixsouri, uhenerer the. S'ltrf- 1/ ifxuf

i.t to be determined vpon hy the people of this Teiritui y in the

adoption of the State Constitution, to remove to this 2'eri iion/ in

time to arquire the right to bfcome legal voters vpon that qntslvm.
The lending purpose 'ofnur intended remoral In the Territory is to

detrrmine the domestic institutions of this Ten ito y. u-hen it corner

to be a Slate, and ire icould not rome only for that pwpose, and
would never think of coming here but .for thai purpose. I beline

there are a great many in Missouri u:ho are so situated.^^

The invasion of March 30fh left both parties in a state

of excitement, tending directly to produce violence. The
successftd party was lawless and reckless while assuming
the name of the "Law and Order" party. The other

party, at first surprised and confounded, was greatly irri-

tated, and some resolved to prevent the success of the in-

vasion. In some districts, as before stated, protests were
sent to the Governor ; in others, this was prevented by
threats ; in others, by the want of time, only four days
being allowed by the proclamation for this purpose ; and
in others, hy the belief that a new election would bring a

new invasion. About the same time, all classes of men
commenced bearing deadly weapons about the person, a

practice which has continued to this time. Under these

circumstances, a slight or accidental quarrel produced
unusual violence, and lawless acts became frequent. This

evil condition of the public mind was further increased by
acts of violence in Western Missouri, where, in April, a

newspaper press, called The PavksvilU Lnminary, was
destroyed by a mob.
About the same time, Slalcolm Clark assaulted Cole

McCrea at a squatter meeting in Leavenworth, and was
shot bv McCrea in alleged self-defense.

On "the 17th day of May, AVilliam Phillips, a lawyer of

Leavenworth, was first notified to leave ; and upon his re-

fusal, was forcibly seized, taken across the river, and car-

ried several miles into Missouri, and then tarred and
feathered, and one side of his head shaved, and other

gross indignities put upon his person.

Previous to this outrage, a public meeting was held, at

which resolutions were unanimously passed, looking to

unlawful violence, and grossly intolerant in their charac-

ter. The right of free speech upon the subject of Slavery

was characterized as a disturbance of the peace and quiet

of the community, and as " circulating incendiary senti-

ments." They say "to the peculiar friends of northern

fanatics," " Go home and do your treason where you may
find sympathy." Among other resolves is the following

:

"Resolved, That the institution of Slavery is known and re-

cognized in this Territory ; and we repel the donrine that it is

a moral ard political evil, and we hurl back with ,s<orii upon
its slanderous authors the charge of inhumanity ; and we warn
all persons not to come to our pcacefid firesides to slander us,

and -sow die seeds of discord between the master and the s"!-.

vant ; for, as much as we deprecate the nece8.«lty to which ne
may be driven, we cannot be responsible for the conse-

quences."

A Committee of Vigilance of 80 men was appointed " to

obs'*.-"; S":d i-eport all such persons as shall ... by
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the expression of abolition sentiments, produce disturb-

ance to the quiet of the citizens, or danger to their domes-
tic relations ; and all such persons so olfendiuj^ shall be
notified, and made to leave the Territory."

The meeting was " ably and eloquently addressed by
Judge Lecompte, Colonel J. N. Burns of Western Missouri,

and others." Thus the head of the judiciary in the Terri-

tory not only assisted at a public and bitterly partisan

meeting,whose direct tendency was to produce violence and
disorder, but, before any law is passed in the Territory, he
prejudges the character of the domestic institutions which
the people of the Territory were, by their organic law, " left

perfectly free to form and regulate in their own way."
On this committee were several of those who held certi-

ficates of election as members of the legislature ; some of

the others were then and still are residents of Missouri;

and many of the committee have since been appointed to

the leading offices in the Territory, one of which is the

sherifl'alty of the county. Their first act was tliat of mob-
bing Phillips.

Subsequently, on the 25th of May, a.d. 1S55, a public

meeting was held, at which R. R. Rees, a member elect of

the council, presided. The following resolutions, oflered

by Judge Payne, a member elect of the house, were unani-

mously adopted:
" liciohed, That we heartily indorse the action of the commit-

tee of ciuzens that .shaved, tarred and feathered, rode on a
rail, and had sold by a negro, Wdliam Pliixlips, lue luural

perjurer.
" Re.'^oloed, That we return our thanks to th>! foininittee for

faithfully performing the trust enjoined upon them by the Fro-
Slavery parly.

" Resohed, That the committee be now discharged.
" liesolced. That we severely condemn ihose i'ro-Shivery

men who, from merceoary motives, are callins; upon the Pro-
SlH.very party to submit without further action.

'' Ke.totoa.1, That in order to secure peai;e and harmony to

th^ community, we now solemnly di-.clare thai the Pro-
Slavery party will stand firmly by and c irry out the resolu-

tions reported by the committee appomted for lliat purpose on
t le memoral)le ao.li."

The act of moral perjury here referred to is the swear-

ing by Phillips to a truthful protest in regard to the elec-

tion of March 30, in the XVlth District.

The members receiving their certificates of the Governor
as members of the General Assembly of the Territory, met
at Pawnee, the place appointed by tlie Governor, on the

2d of July, A.D. 1855. Their proceedings are stated in

three printed books, herewith submitted, entitled respec-

tively, " The Statutes of the Territory of Ivansas," " The
Journal of the Council of the Territory of Kansas," and
" The Journal of the House of Representatives of the Ter-

ritory of Kansas."
Your Committee do not regard their enactments as valid

laws. A legislature thus imposed upon a people cannot
affect their political rights. Such an attempt to do so, if

successful, is virtually an overthrow of the organic luw,

and reduces the people of the Territory to the condition

of Vcissals to a neighboring State. To avoid the evils of

anarchy, no armed or organized resistance to them should

be made, but tlie citizens should appeal to the ballot-box

nt public elections, to the federal judici try, and to Con-
gress, for relief. Such, from the proof, would have been
the course of the people, but for the nature of these enact-

ments and the manner in which they are enforced. Their
character and their execution have been so intimately

connected with one branch of this investigation—that re-

lating to "violent and tumultuous proceedings in the Ter-
ritory "—that we were compelled to examine them.
The " laws " in the statute-books are general and spe-

cial ; the latter are strictly of a local character, relating to

bridges, roads, and the like. The great body of the gene-
ral laws are exact transcripts from the Missouri code. To
make them in some cases conform to the organic act,

separate acts were passed, defining the meaning of words.
Thus the word " State " is to be understood as meaning
' Territory ;" the words " County Court" shall be con-itrued

to metm the board of commissioners transacting county
business, or the Probate Court, according to the intent

thereof. The words " Circuit Court" to mean "District

Court."
The material differences in the Missouri and Kansas sta-

tutes are upon the following subjects : The qualiliciitiuns

of voters and of members of the legislative assembly ; the
ofBcial oath of all officers, attorneys, and voters ; the mode
of selecting officers and their quaUflcations ; the slave
code, and the qualifications of jurors.

Upon these subjects, the provisions of the Missouri code
are such as are usual in many of the States. But by the
" Kansas Statutes" every office in the Territory, execu-
tive and judicial, was to be appointed by the legislature,

or by some officer appointed by it. These appointments
were not merely to meet a t ;inporary exigency, but were
to hold over two regular elections, and until after the
genertil election In October, 185T, at which the members

of the new council were to be elected. The new legisla-

ture is required to meet on the first Monday in Januarj-,

1S5S. Thus, by the terms of these " laws," the people
have no control whatever over either the legislature, the

executive, or the judicial departments of the Territorial

government until a time before which, by the natural pro-

gress of population, the Territorial government will be su-

perseded by a State government.
No session of the legislature is to be held during 1856,

but the members of the House are to be elected in October
of that year. A candidate, to be eligible at this election,

must swear to support the fugitive slave law ; and each
judge of election, and each voter, if challenged, must take
the same oath. The same oath is required of every officer

elected or appointed in the Territory, and of every attor-

ney admitted to practice in the courts.

A portion of the militia is required to muster on the day
of election. " Every free white male citizen of tlie I'niteJ

States, and every free male Indian who is made a citizen

by treaty or otherwise, and over the age of twenty-one
yeai-s, and who shall be an itihahitant of the Territory

and of the county and district in which he offers to vote,

and shall have paid a Territorial tax, shall be a qualified

elector for all elective offices." Two classes of persons
were thus excluded, who, by the organic act, were allowed
to vote, viz. ; those who would not swear to the oath re-

quired, and those of foreign birth who had declared on
oath their intention to become citizens. Any wan of

proper age who was in tlie Territory on the day of elec-

tion, and who had paid one dollar as a ta.x to the sheriff,

who was required to be at the polls to receive it, could

vote as an " inhabitant," although he had breakfasted in

Missouri, and intended to return there for supper. There
can be no doubt that this unusual and unconstitutional

provision was inserted to prevent a full and fair expres-

sion of the popular will in the election of members of the

house, or to control it by non-residents.

All jurors are required to be selected by the sheriff,

and " no person who is conscientiously opposed to the
holding of slaves, or who does not admit the right to

hold slaves in the Territory, shall be a juror in any
cause " affecting the right to hold slaves, or relating to

slave property.
The Slave Code, and every provision relating to

slaves, are of a character intolerant and unusual even
for that class of legislation. The character and con-
duct of the men a))pointed to hold office in the Terri-

tory contributed very much to produce the events
which followed. Thus Samuel J. Jones was appointed
sheriff of the county of Douglas which included within
it the 1st and lid Election Districts. He had made him-
self peculialy obnoxious to the settleis by his conduct
on the 80th of March in the lid District, and by his

burning the cabins of Joseph Oakley and Samuel Smith.
An election for delegate lo Congress, to be held on

the 1st day of October, ISoS, was provided for, with the
same rules and regulations as were applied to other
elections. The Free-State men took no part in this

election, having made arrangements for holding an
election on the 9th of the same month. The citizens of
Missouri attended at the election of the 1st of October,
some paying the dollar lax, and others not being re-

quired to pay it. They we: e present and voted at the
voting places of Atchison and Doniphan, in Atchison
County ; at Greene Springs, Johnson County ; at Willow
Springs, Franklin, and Lecompton, in Douglas County

;

at Fort Scott, liourbon County ; at Baptiste Paola,
Lykins County, whe e some Indians voted, some whites
paying the $1 ta.x for them ; at Leavenworth City, and
at Kickapoo City, Leavenworth County; at the latter

place, under the lead of Gen. B. F. Stringfellow and Col.

Lewis Barnes of Missouri. From two of the election

precints iit which it was alleged there was illegal voting
—viz , Delaware and Wyandotte—your Committee
failed to o'otain the attendance of witne.sses Your
Committee did not deem it necessary, in regard to tliis

election, to enter into details, as it was manifest that,

from there being but one candidate—Gen. Whitfield —
he must have received a majority of the votes cast

This election, therefore, depends not on the number or
character of the votes rece.veil, but upon the validity

of the laws under which it was held. Sufficient test-
mony was taken to show that the voting of citizens of
Missouri was practiced at this election, as at all former
elections in the Territory. The following table will ex-
hibit the result of the testimony as regards the number
of legal and illegal votes at this election. The county of
.Marrhall embraces the same territory as was incluilcd in

the Xlth District; and the reasons befo e stated indi-

cate that the great majority of the votes then cast werf!

either illegal or fictitious. In the counties to whicli our
examinat on extended, tlie'e were illegal vo'es cast,

as near as the proof w.U enable us to determine.
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CODNTIBS.

Atchison.

Bourbon..

.

Brown
Calhoun.

.

Davis
Doniphan.

Franklin
Jefferson
Johnson
Leavenworth.

Lykins. ..

Lynn.
Madison..
Marshall.
Nemaha..
Riley
Shawnee.

Wise.

Grasshopper.,
Shannon

Burr Oak
Iowa
Wayne
Washington..

.

Wolf River....
Franklin
Lawrence
Lecompton . .

.

Willow Springs

Alexandria. ..

Delaware.. ..,

Kickapoo....
Leavenworth.
Wyandott

(See Wise Co.).

One Hundred and Ten.
Tecuinseh
Council Grove

J->
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to Congress was also prepared, praying for the admission
• if Kansas into tlie Union under tliat Constitution. The
Convention also provided that the question of the adop-

tion of the Constitution and other questions be subraitteii

10 the people, and required the Executive Committee to

take the necessary steps for that purpose.

Accordingly, an election was held for that purpose on

the 15th day of December, lSo6, in compliance with the

proclamation issued by the Executive Committee. The
returns of this election were made by the Executive Com-
mittee, and an abstract of them is contained in the fol-

lowing table:

ABSTRACT OF THE ELECTION ON THE ADOPTION OF THE

STATE CONSTITUTION, DEC. 15, 1855.

s
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legislative afserably. Andrew H. Reeder was put In

nomination as Territorial delegate to Congress, and an
election was provided for under the regulations pre-

scribed for the election of March 30, 1S55, excepting as

to the appointment of officers, and the persons to wliom
the returns of the elections should be made. The elec-

tion was held in accordance with these regulations, and
A. H. Ueeder received 2,S'27 votes.

The resolutions passed by this convention indicate the

state of feeling wliich existed in the Territory in conse-

quence of tlie invasion from Missouri, and the enact-

ments of the alleged legislative assembly. The language
of some of the resolutions is violent, and can only be
justified either in consequence of the attempt to enforce

ihe grossest acts of tyranny, or for the purpose of guard-
ing against a similar invasion in future.

In the fall of 1855, there sprang out of the existing

discords and excitement in the Territory, two secret

Kree-State societies. They were defensive In their cha-
racter, and were designed to form a protection to their

members against unlawful acts of violence and assault.

One of the societies was purely of a local character, and
was confined to the town of Lawrence. Very shortly

after its organization, it produced its desired effect, and
then went out of use and ceased to exist. Both societies

were cumbersome, and of no utility except to give con-
fidence to the Free-State men, and enable them to know
and aid each other in contemplated danger. So far as

the evidence sliows, they led to no act of violence in

resistance to either real or alleged laws.

On the 21st day of November, 1855, P. M. Coleman, a
Pro-Slavery man, and Charles W. Dow, a Free-State
man, had a dispute about the division line between their

respective claims. Several hours afterward, as Dow was
passing from a blacksmith shop toward his claim, and
by the cabin of Coleman, the latter shot Dow with a
double-barreled gun loaded with slugs. Dow was un-
armed. He fell across the road and died immediately.
This was aljout 1 o'clock, p.m. His dead body was al-

lowed to lie where it fell until after sundown, when it was
conveyed by Jacolj Branson to his house, at which Dow
boarded. The testimony in regard to this homicide is

voluminous, and shows clearly that it was a deliberate

murder by Coleman, and that Harrison Bulkley and a
Mr. Hargous were accessories to it. The excitement
caused by it was very great among all classes of the
settlers. On the 26th, a large meeting of citizens was
held at the place where the murder was committed, and
resolutions passed that Coleman should be brought to

justice. In the meantime, Coleman had gone to Missouri,

and then to Gov. Shannon, at Shawnee Mission, in

Johnson County. He was there taken into custody by
S. .1. Jones, then acting as Sherifl". No warrant was issued

or examination had. On the day of the meeting at Hickory
Point, Harrison Bradley procured a peace warrant
against Jacob Branson, which was placed in the hands
of Jones. That same evening, after Branson had gone
to bed, Jones came to his cabin with a party of about
26 persons, among whom were Hargous and Buckley

—

burst open the door, and saw Branson in bed. He then
drew his pistol, cocked it, and presented it to Branson's
breast, and said, " You are my prisoner, and if you
move I will blow you through." The others cocked their

guns and gathered round him, and took him prisoner.

They all mounted and went to Buckley's house. After
a time, they went on a circuitous route toward Blanton s

Bridge, stopping to " drink " on the way. As they ap-
proached t!ie bridge, there were thirteen in the party,

several having stopped. Jones rode up to the prisoner
and, among other things, told him that he had "heard
there were one hundred men at your house to-day," and
"that he regretted tliey were not there, and that they
were cheated out of their sport." In the meantime, the
alarm had been given in the neighborhood nf Branson's
arrest, and several of the settlers, among whom were
some who had attended the meeting at lilrkory Point
that day, gathered together. They were greuily excited

;

the alleged injustice of such an arrest of a c|uiet settler,

under a peace warrant by " Sheriff Jones," aded by two
men believed to be accessory to a murder, and who were
allowed to be at large, exasperated them, ai.d they pro-
ceeded as rapidly as possible by a nearer route than
that taken by Jones, and stopped near the liouse of J. S.

Abbott, one of them. They were on foia as Jones's
party approached on a canter. The rescuers suddenly
formed across the road in front of Jones and his party.
Jones halted, and asked, " What's up?" 'ilie reply was,
" That's what we want to know. What's U])?" Branson
said, " The.v have got me a prisoner." Some one in the
rescuing party told him to come over to their side. He
did so, and dismounted, and the mule he rode was driven
over to Jones's party ; Jones then left. Of the persons
engaged in this rescue, three were from Lawrence, and

had attended the meeting. Your Committee have
deemed it proper to detail the pai ticulars of this rescue,
as it was made the groundwork of what is known as the
Wakerusa War. On the same night of the rescue, tlia

cabins of Coleman and Buckley were burned, but by
whom, is left in doubt by the testimony.
On the morning of the rescue of Branson, Jones was

at the village of Franklin, near Lawrence. The rescue
was spoken of in the presence of Jones, and moi-e con-
versation passed between two others in his presence, as
to whether it was most proper to send for assistance to
Col. Boone, in Missouri, or to Gov. Siiannon. Jones
wrote a dispatch and handed it to a messenger. As soon
as he started, Jones said: "That man is taking my
dispatch to Missouri, and by G—d I'll have revenge
before I see Missouri." A person present, who was
examined as a witness, complained publicly that the
dispatch was not sent to the Governor ; and within half
an hour one was sent to the Governor by Jones, through
Hargous. AVithin a few days, large numbers of men
from the State of Missouri gathered and encamped on
the Wakerusa. They brought with them all the equip-
ments of war. To obtain them, a party of men under
the direction of Judge T. V. Thompson brolie into the
United States arsenal and armory at Liberty, Missouri,

and after a forcible detention of Captain Leonard (then
in charge), they took the cannon, muskets, rilles, powder,
harness, and indeed all the materials and munitions of

war they desired, some of which have never been
returned or accounted for.

The chief hostility of this military foray was against
the town of Lawrence, and this was especially the case
with the officers of the law.

Y'our Committee can see in the testimony no reason,

excuse, or palliation for this feeling. Up to this time, no
warrant or jyroclamation ofany kind had been in the

hands ofany officer against any citizen of Lawrence.
No arrest had been attempted, and no writ resisted in

that town. The rescue of Branson sprang out of a
murder committed thirteen miles from Lawrence, in a
detached settlement, and neither the town nor its

citizens extended any protection to Branson's rescuers.

On the contrary, two or tbree days after the rescue, S.

N. Wood, who claimed publicly to be one of the rescuing
party, wished to be arrested for the purpo.se of testing

the Territorial laws, and walked up to Sheriff Jones and
shook hands with him, and exchanged other courtesies.

He could have been arrested without difficulty, and it

was his design, when he went to Mr. Jones, ito be ar-

rested ; but no attempt was made to do so.

It is obvious that the only cause of this hostility is the
known desire of the citizens of Lawrence to make Kansas
a Free State, and their repugnance to laws imposed upon
them by non-residents.
Your Committee do not propose to detail the incidents

connected with this foraj'. Fortunately for tlie peace of
the country, a direct conflict between the opposing
forces was avoided by an amicable arrangement. The
losses sustained by the settlers in property taken and
time and money expended in their own defense, added
much to the trials incident to a new settlement. Many
persons were unlawfully taken and detained— in some
cases, under circumstances of gross cruelty. This was
especially so in the arrest and treatment of Dr. G. A.
Cutter and G. F. Warren. They were taken, without
cause or warrant, sixty miles from Lawrence, and when
Dr. Cutter was quite sick. They were compelled to go
to the camp at Lawrence, were put into the custody of
" Sheriff Jones," who had no process to arrest them

—

they were taken into a small room kept as a liquor shop,

which was open and very cold. That night, Jones came
in with others, and went to "playing poker at twenty-
five cents ante." The prisoners were obliged to sit up
all night, as there was no room to lie down, when the

men were playing. Jones insulted them frequently, and
told one of them he must either "tell or swing." The
guard then objected to this treatment of prisoners, and
Jones desisted. . . .

While we remained in the Temtorj-, repeated acts of

outrage were committed upon the quiet, unollending citi-

zens, of which we received authentic intelligence. Slen

were attacked on the highway, robbed, and subsequently

imprisoned. Men were seized and searched, and their

weapons of defense taken from them without compeusa*
tion. Horses were frequently taken and ajjpropriated.

Oxen were taken from the yoke wliile plowing, and butch-

ered in the presence of their owners. One young man
was seized in the streets of the town of Atchison, and, un-

der circumstances of gross barbarity, was tarred and cot-

toned, and in that condition was sent to his family. All

the provifiions of the Constitution of the United States, se-

curing persons and property, are utterly disregarded. The
officers of the law, instead of protecting the people, were
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in some instances engaged in these outrages, and in no in-

stance did we learn that any man was arrested, indicted,

or punished for any of these crimes. AVliile such offenses

were committed with impunity, the laws were used as g

means of indicting men for holding elections, preliminary

to framing a Constitution and applying for admission into

the Union as the State of Kansas. Charges of high trea-

son were made against prominent citizens upon grounds

which seem to your Committee absurd and ridiculous, and
under these charges they are now held in custody and are

refused the privilege of bail. In several cases, men were

arrested in the State of Missouri, wliile passing on their

lawful business through that State, and detained until in-

dictments could be found in the Territory,

These proceedings were followed by an offense of still

greater magnitude. Under color of legal process, a com-

pany of about 700 armed men, the great body uf whom,
your Committee are satisfied, were not citizens of the Ter-

ritory, marched into the town of Lawrence, under Mar-

shal Donaldson and S. J. Jones, officers claiming to act

under the law, and bombarded and then burned to the

ground a valuable hotel and one private house ; destroyed

two printing presses and material ; and then, being re-

leased by the officers, whose posse they claimed to be, pro-

ceeded to sack, pillage, and rob houses, stores, trunks, etc.,

even to the clothing of women and children. Some of the

letters thus unlawfully taken were private ones, written by

the contesting Delegate, and they were offered in evidence.

Your Committee did not deem that the persons holding

them had any right thus to use them, and refused to be

made the instruments to report private letters thus ob-

tained.

This force was not resisted, because it was collected and
marshaled under the forms of law. But this act of bar-

barity, unexampled in the history of our Government, was
followed by its natural consequences. All the restraints

which American citizens are accustomed to pay even to

the appearance of law, were thrown otf; one act of vio-

lence led to another ; homicides became frequent. A
party under H. C. Pate, composed chiefly of citizens of

Missouri, were taken prisoners by a party of settlers ;
and

while your Committee were at Westport, a company chiefly

of Missourians, accompanied by the acting Delegate, went

to relieve Pate and his party, and a collision was prevented

by the United States troops. Civil war has seemed im-

pending in the Territory. Nothing can prevent so great a

calamity but the presence of a large force of United States

troops, under a commander who will with prudence and
discretion quiet the excited passions of both parties, and
expel with force the armed bands of lawless men coming

from Missouri and elsewhere, who with criminal pertina-

city infest that Territory.

In some cases, and as to one entire election district, the

condition of the country prevented the attendance of

witnesses, who were either arrested or detained while obey-

ing our process, or deterred from so doing. The Sergeant-

at-Arms, who served the process upon them, was himself

arrested or detained for a short time by an armed force,

claiming to be a part of the posse of the Marshal, but

was allowed to proceed upon an examination of his pa-

pers, and was furnished with a pass, signed by " Warren
D. Wilkes, of South Carolina." John Upton, another offi-

cer of the Committee, was subsequently stopped by a law-

less force on the borders of the Territory, and after being

detained and treated with great indignity, was released.

He also was furnished with a pass signed by two citizens

of Missouri, and addressed to "Pro-Slavery_ men." By
reason of these disturbances, we were delayed in Westport,

so that while in session there, our time was but partially

occupied.
But the obstruction which created the most serious em-

barrassment to your Committee, was the attempted arrest

of Gov. Reeder, the contesting Delegate, upon a writ of

attachment issued against him by Judge Lecompte, to com-

pel his attendance as a witness before the Grand Jury of

Douglas County. William Fane, recently from the State

of Georgia, and claiming to be the Deputy Marshal, came
into the room of the Committee, while Gov. Keeder w;is

examining a witness before us, and producing the writ re-

quired Gov. I{eeder to attend him. Subsequent events

have only strengthened the conviction of your Committee,

that this was a wanton and unlawful interference by the

Judge who issued the writ, tending greatly to obstruct a full

and fair investigation. Gov. Reeder and Gen. Whitfield

alone were fully possessed of that local information which
would enable us to elicit the whole truth, and it was obvi-

«U3 to every one that any event which would separate

either of them from the Committee, would necessarily hin-

der, delay, and embarrass it. Gov. Reeder claimed that,

under the circumstances in which he was placed, he was
privileged from arrest except for treason, felony, or breach
of the peace. As tliis was a question of privilege, proper
for the Courts, or for the privileged person alone to deter-

mine on his peril, we declined to give him any protection
or take any action in the matter. He refused to obey the

writ, believing it to be a mere pretense to get tlie custo<ly

of his person, and fearing, as he alleged, that he would be
siisassinated by lawless bauds of men then gathering fai

and near Lecompton. He then left the Territory.

Subsequently, H. Miles Moore, an attorney in Leaven-
worth City, but for several years a citizen of Weston, Mo.,
kindly furnished the Committee information as to the resi-

dence of persons voting at the elections, and in some cases

examined witnesses before us. He was arrested on the

streets of that town by an armed band of about thirty

men, headed by W. D. Wilkes, without any color of au-

thority, confined, with other citizens, under a military

guard for twenty-four hours, and then notified to leave the

Territory. His testimony was regarded as important, and
upon his sworn statement that it would endanger his per-

son to give ii openly, the majority of your Committee
deemed it proper to examine him ex-parte, and did so.

By reason of these occurrences, the contestant and the
party with and for whom he acted, were unrepresented be-

fore us during a greater portion of the time, and your
Committee were required to ascertain the truth in the best

manner they could.

Your Committee report the following facts and conclu-

sions as established by the testimony :

First. That each election in the Territory, held under
the organic or alleged Territorial law, has been carried by
organized invasions from the State of Missouri, by which
the people of the Territory have been prevented from
exercising the rights secured to them by the organic
law.
Second. That the alleged Territorial Legislature was

an illegally-constituted body, and had no power to pass
valid laws, and their enactments are, therefore, null and
void.

Third. That these alleged laws have not, as a general
thing, been used to protect persons and property and to

punish wrong, but for unlawful purposes.

Fourth. That the election under which the sitting Dele-

gate, John W. Whitfield, holds his seat, was not held in

pursuance of any valid law, and that it should be regarded
only as the expression of tlie choice of those resident citi-

zens who voted for him.

Fifth. That the election under which the contesting

Delegate, Andrew H. Reeder, claims his seat, was not held

in pursuance of law, and that it should be regarded only

as the expression of the choice of the resident citizens who
voted for him.

Sixth. That Andrew H. Reeder received a greater num-
ber of votes of resident citizens than John W. Whitfield,

for Delegate.
Seventh. That in the present condition of the Territory,

a fair election cannot be held without a new census, a
stri:igent and well-guarded election law, the selection of

imi)artial Judges, and the presence of United States troops

at every place of election.

Eighth. That the various elections held by the people

of the Territory preliminary to the formation of the Stat-e

Government have been as regular as the disturbed condi-

tion of the Territory would allow ; and that the Constitu-

tion passed by the Convention, held in pursuance of said

elections, embodies the will of a majority of the people.

As it is not the province of your Committee to suggesl

remedies for the existing troubles in the Territory of Kan-
sas, they content themselves with the foregoing statement

of facts.

All of which is respectfully submitted.
Wm. a. Howakd,
John Sherm^vk.

The Free-State Constitution framed at To-

peka for Kansas, by the Convention culled by

the Free-State party, (as set forth in the fore,

going documents,) was in due season suljniitted

to Congress—Messrs. Andrew H. lleeder (the

Free-State Territorial delegate) and James H.

Lane having been chosen by the first Free-State

Legislature, Senators of the United States, and

Mr. M. W. Delahay elected Representative in thfe

House, by the Free-State men of Kansas.

Of course, these were not entitled to their seats

until the aforesaid instrument (known as the
" Topeka Constitution ") should be accepted by

Congress, and the State thereupon admitted

into the Union. This Constitution, being foiin.

ally presented in either House, was received aud
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referred to their respect ve Committees on Ter-I

ritories; but the accompanying Memorial from
I

the Free-State Legislature, setting forth the

grounds of the application, and praying for ad-

mission as a Slate, was, after having been re-

ceived by the Senate, reconsidered, rejected,

and returned to Col. Lane, on the allegation

that material changes had been made in it since

it left Kansas. The Senate, in like manner, re-

jected repeated motions to accept the Constitu-

tion, and thereupon admit Kansas as a Free
State— there never being more than Messrs.

Hamlin and Fessenden, of Maine. Hale and Bell,

of New-Hampshire, Collamer and Foot, of Ver-
mont, Sumner and Wilson, of Mass., Foster,

of Connecticut, Seward and Fish, of New-York,
Wade, of Ohio, Durkee and Dodge, of Wiscon-
sin, Trumbull, of Hlinois, and Harlan, of Iowa,

(10) Senators in favor of such admission, and
these never all present at the same time.

In the House—the aforesaid Constitution and
Memorial having been submitted to the Com-
mittee on Territories—its Chairman, Mr. Grow,
of Penna., from a majority of said Committee,
reported in favor of the admission of Kansas
under such Constitution, as a Free State ; and
after debate the Previous Question thereon was
ordered (June 28th) by a vote of 98 Ayes to

63 Noes. Previous to this, however, Mr. Ste-

phens, of Georgia, had proposed, as an amend-
ment or substitute, a radically diflerent bill,

contemplating the appomtment by the Presi-

dent and Senate of tive Commissioners, who
should repair to Kansas, take a census of the

inhabitants and legal voters, and thereupon pro-

ceed to apportion, during the month of Septem-
ber, 1856, the delegates (52) to form a Consti-

tutional Convention, to be elected by the legal

voters aforesaid ; said delegates to be chosen
on the day of the Presidential election (Tues-

day, Nov, 4th, 1856), and to assemble in Con-
vention on the first Monday in December, 1856,

to form a State Constitution. The bill proposed,

also, penalties for illegal voting at said election.

To this substitute-bill, Mr. Dunn, of Indiana,

proposed the following amendment, to come iu

at the end as an additional section

:

Sec. is,—And be itfurther enacted. That so much of

the fourteentli section and of the ttiiriy-second section of

the act passed at the first session of the Tliirty-Third Con-
gress, commonly called the Kansas and Nebraska act, as

reads as follows : " Except the eighth section of the act
preparatory to the admission of Missouri into the Union,
approved March 6, lS2i), which, being inconsistent with
the principle of non-intervention by Congress with
Slavery in the States and Territories, as recognized by
the legislation of 1S50, commonly called the Compromise
Measures, is hereby declared inoperative and void ; it

being the true intent and meaning of tliis act not to legis-

late Slavery into any State or Territory, or to exclude it

therefrom, but to leave the people thereof pei'fectly free

to form and regulate their domestic institutions in their

own way, subject only to the Constitution of the United
States : Provided, That nothing herein contained shall

be construed to revive or put in force any law or regula-
tion which may have existed prior to the act of 6lh of

March, 1S20, either protecting, establishing, prohibiting,

or abolishing Slavery," be, and the same is hereby, re-

pealed. Povided, That any person or persons lawfully

held to service within either of the Territories named in

said act shall be discharged from such service, if they shall

not be removed and kept out of said Territories within
twelve months from the passage of this act.

Mr. Dunn's amendment to the Stephens

amendment or substitute, was carried : Yeas,

109 ; Nay.s, 102.

Mr. Stephens's substitute, as thus amended by
its adversaries, was abandoned by its original

friend,*, and received but iico votC!—those of

Messrs. George G. Dunn, of Indiana, and John
Scott Harrison, of Ohio—Nays, '210.

Mr. Dunn had previously moved a reference

of the bill to the Committee of the Whole on
the state of the Union. This was now defeated:

Yeas, lol ; Nays. 109.

Mr Jones, of Tennessee, now moved that the

bill do lie on the table, which was defeated.

Yeas, 106; Nays, 107; (Barclay of Pennsyl-
vania, Dunn of Indiana, Haven and Williams,

of New-York.— Yeas : Bayard Clarke, of New-
York, Hickman and Millward, of Pennsylvania,

Moore, of Ohio, and Scott, of Indiana.

—

XaJ/x :

Scott Harrison, of Ohio, not voting, Wells of

Wisconsin, absent). The House now refused

to adjourn by 106 to 102; and, after a long

struggle, the final question was reached, and the

bill rejected: Yeas, 106; Nays, lo7.

So the bill was lost.

Juli/ Isf.—Mr. Barclay, (Dem.) of Pennsyl-

vania rose to a privileged motion. He moved
a reconsideration of the preceding vote, by
which the Free-Kansas bill had been rejected.

A stormy debate ensued, in the midst of which
Mr. Howard, of Michigan, rose to a question of

higher privilege (as att'ecting the right of a
member [delegate] to his seat) and submitted

the report of the Kansas Investigating Com-
mittee (already given). The Speaker sustained

the motion, and the House sustained the

Speaker. The report was thereupon presented
and read, consuming a full day.

Juli/ 3rd.—The question of reconsidering the

vote defeating the Free-Kansas bill was again

reached. Mr. Houston, of Alabama, moved that

it do lie on the table ; defeated : Yeas, 97
;

Nays, 102. The main question was then order-

ed: Yeas, 101 ; Nays, 98; and the reconsidera-

tion carried: Yeas, 101 ; Nays, 99. The previous

question on the passage of the bill was now
ordered: Yeas, 99; Nays, 96; a motion by
Mr. McQueen, of South Carolina, to lay the bill

on the table was defeated : Yeas, 97 ; Nays,

100 ; and then the bill was finally passed : Yeas,

99; Nays, 97.

Mr. Grow, of Pennsylvania, moved the recon-

sideration of this vote, and that the motion to

reconsider do lie on the table, which was per-

mitted, without further division.

June oOth.—Mr. Douglas reported to the

Senate on several bills submitted by Messrs.

Clayton, Tombs, and others, for the pacifica-

tion of the Kansas troubles, as also decidedly

against Gov. Seward's proposition to admit

Kansas as a Free State, under her Topeka Con-
stitution. Mr. Collamer, being the minority of

the Territorial Committee, made a brief and
pungent counter-report. Mr. Douglas gave
notice that he would ask for a final vote on the

day after the ne.xt.

July 1st.—Bill debated by Messrs. Thompson
of Ky., Hale of N H., Bigler of Pa., Adams of

Miss., and Crittenden of Ky.

July 2d—Debate continued through the day
and following night, the majority resisting all

motions to adjourn. Mes.-rs. Wade, Pugh,
Briggs, Bigler, Toombs, Clayton, Crittenden,

Bell, Seward; Hale, and nearly ha.f uie Senate
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participated. Au amendment moved by Mr.

Adams, of Miss., the day before, striking out so

mueli of the bill as secures the Right of Suf-

fi-age, in the proposed reorganization of Kansas,

to alien residents who shall liave declared their

intention to become citizens, and renounced

all allegiance to foreign governments, was

adopted: Yeas, 2:i; Nays, 10.

Some time in the morning of July 3d, the fol-

lowing amendment, reduced to shape by Mr.

Geyer, of Mo., was added to the 18th section of

the bill—only Brown, of Miss., Fitzpatrick, of

Ala., and Mason, of Va., voting against it:

Yeas, 40. It provides that

No law shall be made or have force or effect in said

Territory [of Kansas] which shall require any attesta-

tion or oath to support any act of Congress or other

legislative act, as a qualification for any civil office,

public trust, or for any employment or profession, or to

serve as a juror, or vote at an election, or which shall

impose any tax upon, or condition to, the exercise of

tlie right of suffrage, by any qualified voter, or which
shall restrain or prohibit the free discussion of any law
or subject of leg'slation in the said Territory, or the free

expression of opinion thereon by the people of said Ter-

ritory.

Mr. Tnmibull, of III., moved the following :

Add be it further enacted , That it was the true in-

tent and meaning of the '' act to organize the Territories

of Nebraska and Ivansas," not to legislate Slavery into

Kansas, nor to exclude it therefrom, but to leave the

people thereof peifectly free through their Territorial

l^egislature to regulate the institution of t^lavery in their

own way, subject to the Constitution of the United
Slates ; and tliat, until the Territorial Legislature acts

upon the subject, the owner of a slave in one of the

States has no right or authority to take such slave into

tne Territory of Kansas, and there hold him as a slave
;

but every slave taken to the Territory of Kansas by his

owner for purposes of settlement is hereby declared to be
free, unless there is some valid act of a duly constituted

Legislative Assembly of said Territory, under »hich he
may be held as a slave.

The Yeas and Nays being ordered, the pro-

position was voted down—Yeas, 9 ; Nays, 34

—

as follows

:

Yb.vs.—Messrs. Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale,

Seward, TruuibuU, Wade, and Wilson— 9.

Nays.—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bayard, Bell of Ten-
nessee, Benjamin, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead,
Blown, Cass, Clay, Crittenden, Dodge, Douglas, Evans,
Fnzpatrick, Geyer, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson, Jones of

Imva, Mallory, Pratt, Pugh, Ileid, Sebastian, Slidell,

Tiiouipson of Kentucky, Toombs, Tuucey, VVeller Wright,
and Vulee

—

'64:.

Mr. Trumbull then proposed that the Kansas-
Nebraska act

was intended to, and doe?, confer upon, or leave to, the

people of the Territory of Kansas full jiower, at any time,

liirough its Territoruil Legislature, to exclude Slavery
from said Territory, or to recognize and regulate it there-

in.

This, too, was voted down. Mr. Trumbull
then proposed the following:

And be itfurther enacted. That all the acts and pro-
ceedings of all and every body of men heretofore assem.
bled in said Territory of Kansas, and claiming to be a
liCgisiative Assembly thereof, with authority to pass laws
for the g.jvernraent of said Territory, are hereby declared
to be utterly null and void. And no person shall hold
any office, or exercise any authority or jurisdiciion in

said Territory, under or by virtue of any power or
authority derived fioin such Legislative Assembly ; nor
shall the members thereof exercise any power or authority
as such.

This, too, was voted down, as follows :

Yeas.—Me.*srs. Bell of New-Hampshire, Oollamer,
Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, B'oster, Hale, Seward, Trumbull,
Wade, and Wilson—11.
N.ws.—Messrs. A'iams, Allen, Bayard, Bell of Ten-

nessee, Benjamin, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Brown,
Cass, Clay, CriHeuden, Ijodge, Douglas, Evans, Fitz-

pitrick, Geyer, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson, Jones of Iowa,
Mallory, Mason, Pratt. Pugh, Ueid, Sebastian, Slidell,

Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, Toucey, Weller,
Wright, and Yulee—3t).

Mr. Foster, of Connecticut, moved the follow-

ing amendment

:

Sec.—And be it farther enacted. That, until the in-

habitants of said Territory shall proceed to hold a Con -

vention to form a State Constitution according to the pro-
visions of this act, and so long as said Territory remains
a Territory, the following sections contained in chapter
one hundred and fit'ty-one, in the volume transmitted to

the Senate, by the President of the United States, as con-
taining the laws of Kansas, be, and tlie same are hereby,
declared to be utterly null and void, viz. :

"gl2. If any free person, by speaking or by writing, as-
sert or maintaiu Uiat persons have not the right lo hold slaves
in this Territory, or shall introduce into this Territory any bock,
paper, magazine, pamphlet, or circular, contaiumg any denial
of the right of persons to hold slaves in this Territory, such
persons shall be deemed guilty of felony, and puuislied by im-
prisonment at hard labor for a term of not less than two years.
"§13. No person who is conscientiously opposed to hold-

ing slaves, or who does not admit tlie right to hold slaves in
this Territory, shall sit as a juror on the trial of any pro-
secution for "the violaiiou of any one of the sectioni; of this

act."

This was rejected [as superfluous, or covered
by a former ameudmeut,] as follows :

Y^EAS.—Messrs. Allen, Bell of New-llampshire, Clay-
ton, Collamer, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale,
Seward, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson— 13.

Nays.—Messrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Biggs, Bigler,

Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Cass, Clay, Dodge, Douglas,
Evans, Fitzpatrick, Greyer, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson,
Jones of Iowa, Mallory, Mason, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Sebas-
tian, Slidell, Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs,
Toucey, Weller, Wright, and Yulee—32.

Mr. Wilson, of Massachusetts, moved that the

whole bill be stricken out and another inserted

instead, repealing all the Territorial laws of

Kansas.

Rejected: Yeas, 8, (Bell, of New-IIampshite,

Collamer, Durkee, Fessenden, Foster, Seward,
Wade, and Wilson ;) Nays, 3.5.

Mr. Seward moved to strike out the whole
bill, and insert instead one admitting Kansas as

a Free State, under the Topeka Constitution :

Defeated—Yeas, 11 ; Nays, 36—as follows :

Yeas.—Messrs. Bell of New-IIanipshire, Collamer
Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Seward, Trumbull,
Wade, and Wilson-11.
Nays.—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Bell of Tennessee, Ben-

jamin, Biggs, Bigler, Briglit, Brodhead, Brown, Cass,

Clay, Clayton, Crittenden, Dodge, Douglas, Evans, Fitz-

patrick, Geyer, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson, Jones of Iowa,
Mallory, Mason, Pratt, Pugh, Keid, Sebastian, Slidell,

Stuart, Thorap.son of Kentucky, Toombs, Toucey, Weller,
Wright, and Yulee—36.

The bill was now reported as amended, and
the amendment made in Committee of the

Whole concurred in. The bill was then (8 a.

M.) ordered to be engrossed and read a tliird

time; and, on the question of its final passage,

the vote stood—Yeas, 33 ; Nays, 12—as follows:

Yeas.—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Bell of Tennessee, Ben-
jamin, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Cass,

Clay, Crittenden, Douglas, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Geyer,
Hunter, Iverson, Johnson, Jones of Iowa, Mallory, Pratt,

Pugli, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart, Thompson of Ken-
tucky, Toombs, Toucey, Weller, Wright, and Yulee—33.

Nays.—.Messrs. Bell of New-ilaiiipshire, Colhamcr,
Dodge, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Seward,
Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—12.

The bill was then sent to the House. It pro-

vides that five competent persons appointed by

the President, shall take a census of the legal

voters of the Territory on the 4tli of July, 18.5(1,

these to be apportioned into 52 districts, for the

purpose of electing delegates to form a State

Constitution ; it imposes penalties for using

force or threats to influence any qualified voter
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in Kivins; bis vote, or to deter him from going 1

'vho may be restrained of his liberty by reason of said
* "

,, . J 1 . I.J 1 " »i lirosecutions, shall be released therefrom witliout delay.
to liie polls ; the delegates elected under this ^^^ ^^^.^^^ j,,gj.g hereafter be instituted any criminal

act to assemble in Convention on tlie 1st Hon- prosecution, in any of the courts of the United States, o,

decided to be expedient, to proceed io form a

Constitution and Government for the State of

Kansas, with the boundaries defined in this act.

The bill was never acted on in the House, but

lay on the Speaker's table, untouched, when the

session terminated by adjournment, Monday,
Aug. 18th.

July Sth.—In Senate, Mr. Douglas reported

liaek from the Committee on Territories the

House bill to admit Kansas as a State, with an

amendment striking out all after the enacting

clause, and inserting instead the Senate bill

(No. 356) just referred to.

Mr. Hale, of N. H., moved to amend this

substitute by providing that all who migrate to

the -Territory prior to July 4th, 1857, shall be

entitled to a vote in determining the character

of the institutions of Kansas. Lost: Yeas, IS
;

Nays, 82.

Mr. Trumbull, of HI., moved that all the Terri-

torial laws of Kansas be repealed and the Terri-

torial officers dismissed. Rejected : Yeas, I'i
;

Nays, 32.

Mr. Collamer, of Vt., proposed an amendment,
prohibiting Slavery in all that portion of the

Louisiana purchase north of ot)° 30' not in-

cluded in the Territory of Kansas.
,
Rejected

—

Yeas, 12; Nays, 30—as follows :

Yeas—Messrs. Bell of N. 11., Collamer, Dodge, Fes-

senden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, Sewaid, Trum-
bull and Wade.
N Avs—Mess IS. Adams, Bayard, Benjamin, Biggs, Bright,

Brodhead, Butler, Cass, Clay, Crittenden, Douglas, Fitz-

jiutrick, Geyer, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson, Jones of Iowa,
Jones of Tenn., Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Pugh, Reid, Se-

bastian, Slidell, Stuart, Thompson of Ky., Toombs,\Veller,

and Yulee.

The substitute reported by Mr. Douglas was
then agreed to—Yeas, 32 ; Nays, 13—and the

bill in this shape passed.

[This amendment was not concurred in nor

ever acted on by the House.]

July 2':)th.—Mr. Dunn, of Ind., called up a bill

" To reorganize the Territory of Kansas and for

other purposes," which he had originally (July

7th) proposed as a substitute for the Senate bill

(No 356) aforesaid. Its length, and the substan-

tial identity of many of its provisions with those

of other bills organizing Territories contained

in this volume, dissuade us from quoting it

entire. It provides for a legislative election on
the first Tuesday in November next ; and sec-

tion 15 proceeds:

§ 15. And he it further enacted, That all suits, pro-

cesses, and proceedings, civil and criminal, at law and
in chanec-ry, and all indictments and informations which
shall be pending and undetermined in the courts of the

Territo ,v of Kansas or of New-Mexico, when this act

shall take effect, shall remain in said courts where pend-
ing, to Ui heard, tried, prosecuted, and determined in

such CO irts as though this act had not been passed :

Provid,. ', mverthelesfi. That all criminal prosecutions
now pen.liiiginany of the courts of the Territory of Kan-
sas imp\. ling to any person or persons the crime of trea-

son again.si the United States, and all criminal prosecu-
tions, hy information or indictment, against any person or

persons for any alleged violation or disregard whatever of

what are usually known as the laws of the Legislature of

Kansas, shall be forthwith dismissed by the courts where
such prosecutions may be pending, and every person

§ 23 grants to every actual settler a right of

preemption to the quarter-section of ])ublic

land improved and occupied by him in said

Territory of Kansas, prior to Jnn. 1st, 1858.

The two last and most important sections of

Mr. Dunn's bill are verbatim as follows :

§24. And he it further enacted. That so much of the

fourteenth section, and also so much of the thirty-second

section, of the act passed at the first session of the tliirty-

third Congress,commonly known as the Kansas-Nebraska
act, as reads as follows, to wit :

" E.Kcept the eighth sec-

tion of the act preparatory to the admission of Missouri

into the Union, approved March 0, 1S20, which being in-

consistent with the principle of non-intervention by Con-

gress with Slavery in the States and Territories as recog-

nized by the legislation of IbOO, commonly called the

Compromise Measures, is hereby declared inoperative

and void ; it being the true intent and meaning of this

act not to legislate Shivery into any Territory or State,

nor to exclude it therefrom, but to leave the people there-

of perfectly free to form and regulate their domestic in-

stitutions in their own way,su))ject only to the Consti-

tution of the United States : Fromded, That nothing

herein contained shall be construed to revive or put in

force any law or regulation which may have existed

prior to the act of Cth March, ISiO, either protecting, es-

tablishing, prohibiting or abolishing slavery"—be and the

same is hereby repealed, and the said eighth section of

said act of the 6th of March, 1820, is hereby revived and
declared to be in full force and effect within the said

Territories of Kansas and Nebraska : Provided, hcno
ever. That any person lawfully held to service in either

of said Territories shall not be discharged from such

service by reason of such repeal and revival of said

eighth section, if such person shall be permanently re-

moved from such Territory or Territories prior to the 1st

day of January, 1S58 ; and any child or children born

in either of said Territories, of any female lawfully held

to service, if in like manner removed without said Teni-

tories before the expiration of that date, shall not be,

by reason of anything in this act, emancipated from

any service it might have owed had this act never been

passed: And provided further, Thai any person law-

fully held to service in any other State or Territory of the

United States, and escaping into either the Territory of

Kansas or Nebraska, may be reclaimed and removed to

the person or place where such service is due, under any
law of the United States which shall be in force upon
the subject

§ 25. And heitfarther enacte<l. That all other parts of

the aforesaid Kansas-Nebraska act which relate to the

said Territory of Kansas, and every otlier law or usage
having, or which is pretended to have, any force or effect

in said Territory in conflict with the provisions or the

spirit of this act, except such laws of Congress and treaty

stipulations as relate to the Indians, are hereby repealed

and declared void.

Mr. Dunn, having carried a reference to the

Committee of the Whole, of a bill introduced

by Mr. Grow, repealing all tlie acts of the al-

leged Territorial Legislature of Kansas, now
moved and carried a reconsideration of that

vote, and proceeded to the striking out of

Mr. Grow's bill and the insertion of his own as

a substitute. The motion prevailed. 'Where-

upon Mr. Dunn moved the previous question on

ordering this bill to be engrossed and read a

third time, which prevailed—Yeas, 92; Nays, 86

—and then the bill passed—Yeas, 88 ; Nays, 74.

This bill was not acted on by the Senate.

The House, in the course of its action on the

several Annual Appropriation bilLs, affixed to

several of them, respectively, provisos, abol-

ishing, repealing or suspending the various ob-

noxious acts of the Territorial Legislature
; but

all tliese were resisted by the Senate and were



110 A POLITICAL TEXT-BOOK FOR 186C

ultimately given up by th.- House, save one
appropriating $20,000 for the pay and expenses
of the next Territorial Legislature, which the
Senate gave up, on finding itself in serious dis-

agreement with the House, and thus secured
the passage of the Civil Appropriation bill.

Finally, the two Houses were at odds, on a pro-
viso forbidding the employment of the Army to
enforce the acts of the Shawnee Mission assem-
blage, claiming to be a Territorial Legislature
of Kansas, when at noon on the 18th of Au-
gust the speaker's hammer fell, anouncing the
termination of the session, leaving the Army
bill unpassed. But President Pierce imme-
diately issued a proclamation convening an extra
session on the 21st (Thursday), when tlie two
Houses reconvened accordingly,and a full quo-
rum of each was found to be present. The
House promptly repassed the army bill, again
affixing a proviso forbiding the use of the army
to enforce the disputed Territorial laws, which
proviso the Senate as promptly struck out, and
the House as promptly reinserted. The Senate
insisted on its disagreement, but asked no con-
ference, and the House (Aug. 22d) by a close
vote decided to adhere to its proviso : Yeas, 97

;

Nays, 93 ; but one of the yeas (Bocock of Va.)
was so given in order to be able to move a re-

consideration ; so that the true division was
96 to 94, which was the actual division on a
motion by Mr. Cobb of Ga. that the House re-

cede from its position. Finally, a motion to
reconsider was made and laid on the table ;

Yeas, 97 ; Nays, 96 ; and the House thereupon
adjourned.

Aug. 23d.—The Senate also voted to ad-
here : Yeas, 35 ; Nays, 9.

Mr. Clayton proposed a committee of Confer-
ence, to which Mr. Seward objected. No ac-
tion.

In the House, Mr. Campbell, of Ohio, proposed
a similiar Committee of Conference. Objected
to.

Mr. Cobb, of Ga., moved that the House re-

cede from its Kansas proviso. Defeated : Yeas,
97 ; Nays, 100. Adjourned.
The struggle for the passage of the bill with

or without the proviso continued until Saturday,
August 30th, when, several members, hostile

to the proviso, and hitherto absent, unpaired,
having returned, the House again passed the
Army bill with the proviso modified as follows :

Provided, however, that no part of the military force
of the United States, for the support of wliich appi-o-
prialions are made by this act, shall be employed in aid
of the enforcement of any enactments heretofore made
by the body claiming to be the Territorial Legislature
of Kansas.

The bill passed as reported (under the Pre-
vious Question) : Yeas, 99 ; Nays, 79 ; and was
sent to the Senate, where the above proviso
was stricken out : Yeas, 26 ; Nays, 7 ; and the
bill thus returned to the House, when the Sen-
ate's amendment was concurred in: Yeas, l(jl

;

Nays, 97.

So the proviso was beaten at last, and the bill

passed, with no restriction on tlie President's
discretion in the use of the Army in Kansas

;

just as all attempts of the House to direct
the President to hii\e a. nolle prosequi entered
in the case of the Free-State [jrisoners in Kan-
sas chaig».'d with aiding the formation and

I adoption of the Free-State constitution as afore-

said, had been previously beaten, after prevail-

I

ing in the House—the Senate striking them out

I

and the House (by union of nearly all the sup-

porters of Fillmore with nearly or quite all

those supporting Buchanan) finally acquiescing.

The oith Congress reassembled on the 1st of
December. Since the adjournment from the
last session the presidential election had taken
place, resulting in the election of James
Buchanan as President. The popular vote gave
neither of the three candidates a majority. In
the Free States the election was hotly contested
and a very large vote polled. In the Southern
States the vote was small, as no issue was pre-

sented to the people, it being claimed by
their respective partisans, that both the candi-

dates (Buchanan and Fillmore) voted for in

that section were equally Pro-Slavery. But the

pro-slavery leaders had declared in favor of
Buchanan, and he consequently received large

majorities in nearly every Slave State.

On the first day of the session, Kansas affairs

came up in the House on an objection to admit
J. W. Whitfield to a seat as a delegate, the ob-
jection being that the border ruffian laws under
which he had been elected were "null and
void."

Mr. Grow spoke against admitting Whitfield,

and quoted from a speech of Mr. Clayton (a

short lime before his decease) in the Senate.

Mr. Clayton, in speaking of these laws, said:

Now, sir, let me allude to that subject which is the
great cause of all this discord between the two Houses.
The unjiixt. iniquitous, oppressive and infam.ous laws
enacted by the Kansas Legislature, as it is called, ought
to be repealed before we adjourn."
What are these laws? One of them sends a man to hard
labor for not less than two years for daring to discuss
the question whether Slavery exists, or does not e.xist,

in Kansas : not less than two years—it may be fifty ; and
if a man could live as old as Methuselah, it might be
over nine hundred years. That act prohibits all freedom
of discussion in Kansas on the great subject directly re-

ferred to the exclusive decision of the people in that
Territory ; strikes down the liberty of the press too ; and
is an act egregiously tyrannical as ever was attempted
by any of the Stuarts, Tudors or Plantagenets of Kn-
gland, and this Senate persists in declaring that we are
not to repeal tliat

!

Sir, let us tender to the House of Representatives the

repeal of that and all other objectionable and infamous
laws that were passed by that Legislature. I include in

this denunciation, without any hesitation, those acts

which prescribe that a man shall not even practice law
in the Territory unless he swears to support the Fugitive

Slave Law ; tliat he shall not vote at any election, or be
a member of the Legislature, unless he swea s to support
the Fugitive Slave Law ; that he shall not hold any office

of honor or trust there, unless he swears to support the
Fugitive Slave Law; and you may as well impose just

such a test oath for any other and every other law. . .

I will not go through the whole catalogue of the oppres-

sive laws of this Territory. I have done that before to-

day. There are others as bad as these to wliicli I have
now referred I will not, on the other hand,
ever degrade myself by standing for an instant by those
abominable and infamous laws which I denounced
here this morning. What I desire now is, that the Senate
of tlie United States shall wash its hands of all participa-

tion in these iniquities by repealing those laws.

On Dec. 2nd, President Pierce sent his annual

message to the two Houses of Congress. In re-

ferring to the late election, tlie President says :

It is impossible to misapprehend the great principles

which, by their recent political action, the people of the
United Slates have sanctioned and announced.
They have as.serted the Constitutional equality of each

and all of the Stales of the Union as States ; they have
affirmed the constilulional equality of each and all of

the citizens of the United States as citizens, whatever



PRESIDENT PIERCE ON KANSAS. .11

their religion, wlierever their birth, or their residence ; I problems of social institutions politic!«I economy, and

they have maintained the inviolability of the constitu- 1 statesmiinsliip, they Ire^it wiili unreasonable inieiiipe-

tional rights of the different sections of the Union ; and ranee of thuuglit and language. Extremes beget ex-

they have proclaimed their devoted and unalterable at- tremes. Violent attaclc from the N<irlli finds its inevitable

tachraent to the Union and the Constitution, as objects const quence in the growth of a spirit of angry defiance at

of interest superior to all subjects of local or sectional

controversy, as the safeguard of the rights of all as the

epirit and true essence of the liberty, peace, and great-

ness of the Republic.
In doing this, they have, at the same time, emphati-

cally condemned the idea of organizing in these United

States mere geographical parties ; of marshalling in hos-

tile array towards each other the different parts of the

country. North or South, East or West.
Schemes of this nature, fraught with Incalculable mis-

chief, and which the considerate sense of the people has

rejected, could have had countenance in no part of the

country, had they not been disguised by suggestions

plausible in appearance, acting upon an excited state of

the public mind, induced by causes temporary in their

character, and it is to be hoped transient in their influ-

ence.
Perfect liberty of association for political objects and

the widest scope of discussion are the received and ordi-

nary conditions of government in our country. Our in-

stitutions, framed in the spirit of confidence in the intel-

ligence and integrity of the people, do not forbid citizens,

either individually or associated together, to attaci: by
writing, speech, or any other methods short of physical

force, the Constitution and the very existence of the

Union. Under tlie shelter of this great liberty, and pro-

tected by the laws and usages of the government they

assail, associations have been formed in some of the

States, of individuals who, pretending to seek only to

prevent the spread of the institution of Slavery into the

present or future inchoate States of the Union, are really

inflamed with desire to change the domestic institutions

of existing States. To accomplish their objects, they

dedicate themselves to the odious task of depreciating

the Government organization which stands in their way,
and of calumniating, with indiscrimlnating invective, not

only the citizens of particular States, with whose laws

they find fault, but all others of their fellow-citizens

throughout the country, who do not participate with

them in their assaults upon the Constitution, framed and
adopted by our fathers, and claiming for the privileges

it has secured, and the blessings it has conferred, the

steady support and grateful reverence of their children.

They seek an object which they well know to be a revo-

lutionary one. Tliey are perfectly aware that the change
in the relative condition of the white and black races in

the slaveholding States, which they would promote, is

beyond their lawful authority ; that to them it is a for-

eign object; that it cannot be effected by any peaceful
instrumentality of theirs ; that for them, and the States

of which they are citizens, the only path to its accom-
plishment is through burning cities, and ravaged fields,

and slaughtered populations, and all there is most terri-

ble in foreign, complicated with civil and servile war
;

and that the first step in the attempt is the forcible dis-

ruption of a country embracing in its broad bosom a
degree of liberty, and an amount of individual and pub-
lic prosperity to which there is no parallel in history,

and substituting in its place hostile governments, driven

at once and inevitably into mutual devastation and
fratricidal carnage, transforming the now peaceful and
felicitous brotheihood into a vast permanent camp of

armed men, like the rival monarchies of Kurope and
Asia. Well knowing that such, and such only, are the

means and the consequences of their plans and purposes,

they endeavor to prepare the people of the United
States for civil war by doing everything in their power
to deprive the Constitution and the laws of moral
authority, and to undermine the fabric of the Union by
appeals to passion and sectional prejudice, by indoctrin-

ating its people with reciprocal hatred, and by educat-
ing them to stand face to face as enemies, rather than
shoulder to shoulder as friends.

It is by the agency of such unwarrantable interference,

f ireign and domestic, that the minds of many, otherwise
good citizens, have been so inflaraed into the passionate
condemnation of the domestic institutions of the Southern
States, as at length to pass insensibly to almost equally
passionate hostility toward their fellow-citizens of those
States, and thus, finally, to fall into tlie temporary fel-

lowship with the avowed and active enemies of the Con-
stitution. Ardently attached to liberty in the abstract,

they do not stop to consider practically how the objects

they would attain can be accomplished, nor to reflect

that, even if the evil were as great as they deem it, they
have no reiiieily to apply, and that it can be only aggra-
vated by tiieir violence and unconstitutional aciioii. A
question which is one of the most i^.fficult of all llie

the South. Thus, in the progress of events, we had
reached the consummation which the voice of the people

has now so pointedly rebuked, of the attempt of a portion

of the States, by a sectional organization and inovenieiit,

to usurp tlie control of the Uoveiumeui of ilie United

States.

1 confidently believe that the great body of those who
inconsiderately took this fatal step are sincerely attached

to the Constitution and the Union. They would, upon
deliberation, shrink with unaffected liorror from any con-

scious act of disunion or civil war. But they have
entered into a jialh which leails nowhere, unless it be to

civil war and disunion, and which has no oilier possible

outlet. They have proceeded thus far in that direction

in consequence of the successive stages of their progress

having con.sisted of a series of secondary issues, each of

which professed to be confined within constitutional and
peaceful limits, but which attempted indirectly what few

men were willing to do directly ; that is, to act aggressively

against the constitutional rights of nearly one-lialf of the

thirty-one Stales.

In the long series of acts of indirect aggression, the

first was tlie strenuous agitation, by citizens of the

Northern States, in Congress and out of it, of the question

of negro emancipation in the Southern Slates.

In reference to the repeal of the Missouri

Compromise, and the legislative power of Con-

gress over the Territorie.-f, the President says :

The enactment which established the restrictive geo-

graphical line, was acquiesced in, railier thsn approved,

by the Stales of the Union. It stood on the statute-book,

howevt-r, for a number of yetirs; and the people of the

respective Stales acquiesced in the reenactment of the

principle as applied to the State of Texas ; and it was
proposed to acquiesce in its further application to the

territory acquired by the United States from Mexico.

Uut ttiis proposition was successfully resisted by the re-

presentatives from the Northern States, who, regardless

of the statute line, in-isied upon applying restriction to the

new territory generally, whether lying north or south of

it, thereby repealing it as a legislative compromise, and,

on tlie part of the North, persistently violating the com-
pact, if compact there was.
Tiiereupon, this enactment ceased to have binding virtue

in any sense, whether as respects the North or the South
;

and so in effect it was treated on the occasion of the ad-

mission of the State of California, and the organization

of the Territories of .New Mexico, Utah and Washington.

Such was tiie state of this question when the time

arrived for tlie org;inization of the Territories of Kansas
and Nebraska. In the progress of constitutional inquiry

and reflection, it had now at length come to be seen

clearly that Congress does not possess constitutional

power to impose restrictions of this character upon any
present or future State »t the Union. In a long series of

decisions, on the fullest argument, and after the most
deliberate coiifiiieration, the Supreme Court of the United

States had finally determined this point in every form

under which the question could arise, whether as affecting

public or private rights—in questions of the public do-

main, of religion, of navigation, and of servitude.

Ttie several States of the Union are, by force of the

Constitution, coequal in domestic legislative power. Con-

gress cannot change a law of domestic relation in the

State of Maine : no more can it in the State of Missouri.

Any statute wliicli proposes to do this is a mere nullity ;

it takes away no riglit, it confers none. If it remains on
the statute-book unrepealed, it remains there only as a

monument of error, and a beacon of warning to the

legislator and the statesman. To repeal it will be only to

remove imperfection from the statutes, without affecting,

either in the sense of permission or of prohibition, the

action of the States, or of tiieir citizens.

Still, when the nominal restriction of this nature,

already a dead letter in law, was in terms repealed by
the last Congress, in a clause of the act organizing the

Territories of Kansas and Nebraska, that repeal was made
the occasion of a wide spread and dangerous agitation.

It was alleged that the original enactment being a
compact of perpetual moral obligation, its repeal con-

stituted an odious breach of faith.

On the motion to print the Message and ac-

companying docinnents, Mr. Hale, of N. H.,

said :

I look on the message of the President as a most un-
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fortunate one. I hare no desire to say anything wliicli

shall be constiued into a. want of courtesy, kindness, or

respect for him. I mean all ilue courtesy, kindness and
respect. His situation is certainly such as to appeal to

the magnanimity rather than provoke the hostility of

his opponents. If he had been content to submit to it,

and go out, as it seemed to be the wish of his friends and
foes that he should, without aite'npting to make such

a charge as this against his political opponents, I should

certainly have been content.

Hut, sir, this message of the President is an arraign-

nieut of a vast majority of the people of eleven States of

this Union of want of fidelity to their constitutional

obligations, and of hostility to the Union and Constitution

of these States. I deny it totally. More than that ; the

President of the United States, by viriue of the privileges

conferred on him by the Constitution, charges upon the

majority of the people of these States, in the exercise of

their constitutional prerogative of voting for whom they
please, the high offense of endeavoring to " usurp "—this

is his very language—" tl\e control of the Government of

the United Stales." " Usurp," if lexicographers under-

stand the meaning of tlie woi-d, is " to seize by force

without right." I have observed in the history of the

past few months no attempt in any section of the country,

last and least in tliat section which the President arraigns,

to seize upon power in this Government except by the

regular constitutional discharge of the i)eople's obliga-

tions and duties as citizens going to the polls in the

exercise of their elective franchise. Agaiti, sir, I have
not heard from a single citizen of those States an intima-

tion, that if they should fail in the canva--s upon which
they had entered and in which they were striving to

secure a majority in the councils of this Government,
they were to do anything else but submit quietly and
peaceably to the constitutionally expressed will of a
majority.

Mr. Seward, of N. Y., said

:

The President, I think, has departed from a customary
course which was well established by his predecessors;

that was to confine the annual message of the Executive
to legitimate matters of legislation which must neces-

sarily occupy the attention of Congress, and leave
partisan disputes, occurring among the people, to the

consideration and reflection of the people themselves.

This President of the United States was the first one, I

think, to depart from that course in his Inaugural Ad-
dress ; and, if I remember aright, he continued this

departure in his first message and second message. He
has been uuconected, or rather unreformed in his erro-

neous course ; he goes through to the end in the same
course. I am willing, for my own part, that he, like all

the rest of us, shall have hia speech—shall assign his

reasons and his vindication for his policy. I do not
question his right ; I do not dispute it. Whatever I

have thought necessary to submit to any portion of my
countrymen in regard to the canvass which is past, has
been submitted in the right time, in the right place, and
I trust, in the right spirit. I am willing to allow the
President of the United States the same opportunity
wliich you and I and all others have enjoyed.

Mr. M:i.*on, of Va., said:

Mr. President: the constant and obstinate agitation of

questions connected with the institution of Slavery, has
brought, I am satisfied, the public mind in those States
where the institution prevails, to the conviction that the
preservation of that institution rests with themselves and
with themselves only. Therefore, at this day, when it is

the pleasuieof Senators again to bring that institution

under review upon this floor, in any connection what-
ever, as one of the Representatives of the South, I take
no further interest in the discussion, or in the opinion
which is entertained at the North in relation to it, than
as it may confiria the hope that there is a public senti-

ment at the North yet remaining, which unites with the
South in the desire to perpetuate the Union, and that, by
the aid of that public sentiment at th'j North, the Union
will be preserved. Hut further than that, as a statesman,
and as one representing a Southern State, where that
institution prevails m^ re largely than in any other, the
public sentiment of the North Is a matter indifferent to

me, because I say again, we have attained the convic-
tion that the safety of that institution will rest, must
rest, and should rest, with the people of the States only
where it prevails.

Mr. Wilson, of Mass., said :

The party to which reference has been made in this

message—for I take it this assault of tlie President of the
United States is upon the Republican party, and the
people who supported that organization in the laat

election—stands before the country with Its opinloti?

clearly expressed and openly avowed. It has a right to

cl.iira from the President of the United States—it has a
right to claim from honorable Senators here—it has a
right to claim before the country that it shall stand ujion

its broad and open declarations of principle. How does
it stand? It accepts the Declaration of Independence
and the Constitution of the United States as its funda-
mental creel of doctrine. It claims that Congress has a

right to legislate for the Territories of the United States,

and to exclude Slavery from them. It avows its deter-

mination to exercise that power. It has a right to ask

of the President, and the country, that it shall be judged
by its open and avowed declarations, and shall not be
misrepresented, as it has been misrepresented in this

document by the President of the United States. The
declaration is broadly made here, not only that these

men are sectionalists—not only that they have gotten

up a sectional warfare, but that they are maintaining
doctrines hostile to the perpetuity of the Union. Now,
sir, let me say here to-day, that I do not know a man in

the Free States who supported John C. Fremont in the

last presidential election, not one of the one million

three hundred thousand intelligent freemen who sup-

ported that nomination, that ever avowed his intention

to go for a dissolution of this Union; but at all times, on
all occasions, in public and in private, they have avowed
their devotion to the Union, and their intention to main-
tain and defend it.

Let me say further, that the men in this country, who
avow themselves to be disunionists, that squad, which,
during the last thirty years, on all fit and unfit occasions,

in moments of excitement and moments of calm, have
avowed themselves disunionists, have, as a body, eii

manse, supported the Democratic party. The whole
southern heavens have been darkened during the last

four months by the black banners of disunion that have
floated in the breeze.

Mr. Fugh, of Oliio, defended tlie President

against tlie construction put on certain parts of

the message by other Senators. He said ;

My colleague (Mr. Wade) asserts that the President

has employed libellous terms in speaking of a large

number of our common constituents, who voted for Col.

Fremont at the last election. If the charges were true

in any sense, I should unite with my colleague in the
condemnation which he has pronounced ; for although I

would have deplored the election of Col. Fremont as the

greatest calamity that could befall the American people,

I feel bound to render my tribute of respect to those

honest, patriotic, but as I think, misguided, citizens of

Ohio, who voted for him. The paragraph upon which
my colleague based this accusation, is the one which I

now send to the secretary's desk. (Here the secretary

read the part of the message quoted above, beginning,
" (J)ur institutions framed" and down to " rather than
shoulder to shoulder as friends.") It is (continued Mr.

Pugh) impossible that this paragraph should appl.y to

the members of the Uepublican party, if, as now asserted,

they do not aim at the abolition by Congress of Slavery
within the States. It is directed against those who hold
that doctrine. It refers to the men whom the Senator
froiii Mass. (Mr. Wilson) and the Senator from Maine
(Mr. Fessenden) themselves have denounced on the floor.

THK LKCOMPTON CONSTITUTION.

On the 8th December, 1857, President Bti-

chanan transmitted to Congress bis first annual

message. He devotes considerable space to the

subject of Slavery, giving a history of the forma-

tion of the Lecompton Constitution for Kansas,

and announcing the doctrine that the Constitu-

tion of its own force carries Slavery into all the

Territories. Spealving of this subject, he says :

" In emerging from the condition of Territorial

dependence into that of a sovereign State, it

was their duty, in my opinion, to make known
their will by the votes of the majority, on the

direct question, whether this important domestic

institution should or should not continue to

exist ;" and that the slaves now in Kansas " wpre
Ijrought into the Territory under the Constitu-

tion of the United States."

The following is the part of the messf)'';©'

referring to Kansas affairs :
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It is unnei cssary to state in det;r.l tlie alarming con-

dition of Iho Territory of Kansas at tlie time of my in-

auguration. The opposing parties then stood in hostile

array against each otlier, and any accident might have
relighted ttie flames of civil war. Besides, at this ciitical

moment, Kansas was left without a governor by the

resignation of Governor Geary.
On the li>th of February previous, tlie Territorial legis-

lature had passed a law providing for the election of de-

legates on tlie third Monday of June, to a convention

to meet on the first Monday in September, for the pur-

pose of framing a constitution preparatory to admission

into the Union. This law was in the main fair and just

;

and it is to be regretted that all the qualified electors

had not registered themselves and voted under its pro-

visions.

At the time of the election for delegates, an extensive

organization e.\i.-ted in the Territory, whose avowed ob-

ject it was if lued be, to put down the lawful govern-
ment by force, ;nid to establish a government of their

own under tlie so-called Topeka Constitution. The per-

sons attached to this revolutionary organization ab-

stained from talcing any part in the election.

The act of the Territorial legislature had omitted to

provide for submitting to the people the constitution

which might be framed by the Convention ; and in the

excited state of public feeling throughout Kansas, an
apprehension extensively prevailed that a design ex-

isted to force upon them a constitution, in relation to

Slavery, against their will. In this emergency it became
my duty, as it was my unquestionable right, having in

view the union of all good citizens in support of the Ter-

ritorial laws, to express an opinion on the true construc-

tion of the provisions concerning Slavery contained in

the organic act of Congress of the 30th May, 1S54. Con-
gress declared it to be "the true intent and meaning of

this act not to legislate Slavery into any Territory or

State, nor to exclude it therefrom, but to leave the peo-
ple thereof perfectly free to form and regulate their

domestic institutions in their own way." Under it

Kansas, " when admited as a State," was to " be re-

ceived into the Union with or without Slavery as iheir

constitution may prescribe at the time of their admis-
sion."

Did Congress mean by this language that the delegates

elected to frame a constitution, should have authority
finally to decide the question of Slavery, or did they in-

tend, by leaving it to the people, that the people of Kan-
sas themselves should decide this question by a direct

vote? On this subject I confess I had never entertained
a serious doubt, and, therefore, in my instructions to

Governor Walker of the 2Sth March last, I merely said

that when " a constitution shall be submitted to the peo-
ple of the Territory, they must be protected in the exer-

cise of their right of voting for or against that instru-

ment, and the fair expression of the popular will must
Dot be interrupted by fraud or violence."

In expressing this opinion it was far from my inten-

tion to interfere with the decision of the people of Kan-
sas, either for or against Slavery. From this I have
always carefully absta,ined. Intrusted with the duty
of " taking care that the laws be faithfully executed,"
my only desire was that the people of Kansas should
furnish to Congress the evidence required by the organic
act, whether for or against Slavery ; and in this man-
ner smooth their passage into the Union. In emerging
from the condition of Territorial dependence into that of
a sovereign State, it was their duly, in mj- opinion, to

make known their will by the votes of the majority, on
the direct question, whether this important domestic in-

stitution should or should not continue to exitst. In-

deed this was t!ie only possible mode in which their will

could be authentically ascertained.
The election of delegates to a convention must neces-

sarily take place in separate district-s. From this cause
it may readily happen, as has often been the ca«e, that
a majority of the people of a State or Territory are on
one side of a question, whilst a majority of the represen-
tatives from the several districts into which it is divided
may be upon the other si.de. This arises from the fact

that in some districts delegates may be elected by small
majorities, whilst in others those of different sentiments
may receive majorities sulficiently great not only to

overcome the votes given for the former, but to leave
a large majority of the whole people in direct oppo-
sition to a majority of the delegates. Besides, our his-

tory proves that influences may be brought to bear on
tlie representative sufliciently powerful to induce him to

disregard the will of his constituents. The truth is, that
no other authentic and satisfactory mode exists of
ascertaining the will of a majority of the people of any
State or Territory on an important and exciting ques-
tion like that of Slavery in Kansas, except by leaving it

to a di -ect vote. ITow wise, then, was it for Congress to

pass over all suborilinate and intermediate agencies,
and proceed directly to the source of all legitimate
power under ov\r institutions !

How vain would any other principle prove in prao-
tice ! This maybe illustrated by the case:f Kansas.
Should she be admitted into the Union with a constitu-

tion either maintaining or abolishing Slavery, against the
sentiment of the people, this could have no other effect

than to continue and to exasperate the existing agita-
tion during the brief peiiod required to make the con-
stitution conform to the irresistible will of the majority.
The friends and supporters of the Nebraska and Kan-

sas act, when struggling on a recent occasion to sustain
its wise provisions before the great tribunal of the Ame-
rican people, never dillijred about its true meaning on
this subject. Kverywhere throughout the Union they
publicl.v pledged their faith and their honor that they
would cheerfully submit the question of Slavery to the
decision of the hond Jide peojile of Kansas, without any
restriction or qualification whatever. All were cordially
united up*" ''.^ great doctrine of popular sovereignty,
which is the wuil principle of our free institutions. Had it,

then, been insinuated from any quarter that it would be
a sulficient compliance with the requisitions of the or-

ganic law for the members of a convention, thertaflerto

be elected, to withhold the question of f-laveij' from the
people, and to substitute their own will for that of a
legally-ascertained majority of all their constituents, this

would have been instantly rejected. Everywhere thoy
remained true to the resolution adopted on a celebrated
occasion recognizing " the right of the people of all the
Territories—including Kansas and Nebraska, acting
through the legally and fairly expressed will of a major-
ity of actual residents, and whenever the number of

their inhabitants justified it—to form a constitution with
or without Slavery, and be admitted into the Union
upon terras of perfect equality with the other States."

The Convention to frame a constitution for Kansas
met on the first Monday of September last. They were
called together by virtue of an act of the Territorial

legislature, whose lawful existence had been recognized
by Congress in different forms and by different enact-
ments. A large proportion of the citizens of Kansas did

not think proper to regster their names and to vote at

the election for delegates ; but an opportunity to do this

having been fairly afforded, their refusal to avail them-
selves of their right could in no manner affect the legal-

ity of the convention.
This Convention proceeded to frame a constitution for

Kansas, and finally adjourned on the 7th day of No-
vember. But little difficulty occuired in the Convention,
except on the subject of Slavery. The truth is, that the
general provisions of our recent State constitutions are

so similar, and, I may add, so excellent, that the differ-

ence between them is not essential. Under the earlier

practice of the Government, no constitution framed by
the convention of a Territory preparatory to its admis-
sion into the Union as a State had been submitted to the

people I trust, however, the example set by the last

Congress, requiring that the constitution of Minnesota
" should be subject to the approval and ratification of

the people of the proposed Slate," may be followed on
future occasions. I took it for granted that the Conven-
tion of Kansas would act in accordance with this exam-
ple, founded as it is, on correct principles ; and hence
my instructions to Governor Walker, in favor of sub-
mitting the constitution to the people, were expressed in

general and unqualified terms.

In the Kansas-Nebraska act, however, this require-

ment, as applicable to the whole constitution, had not
been inserted, and the Convention were not bound by
its terms to submit any other portion of the instiument
to an election, except that which relates to the " domes-
tic institution" of Slavery. This will be rendered clear

by a simple reference to its language. It was " not to

legislate Slavery into any Territory or State, nor to

exclude it therefrom, but to leave the people thereof per-

fectly free to form and regulate their domestic institu-

tions in their own wa,v." According to the plain con-

struction of the sentence, the words " domestic institu-

tions" have a direct as they have an approiiriate refer-

ence to Slavery. " Domestic institutions " are limited to

the family. The relation between master and slave and
a few others are " domestic institutions," and are en-

tirely distinct from institutions of a political character.

Besides, there was no question then before Congress, nor
indeed has there since been any serious question before

the people of Kansas or the country, except that which
relates to the " domestic institution " of Slave/y.

The Convention, after an angry and excited debate,
finall.v determined, by a majority of only two, to submit
the question of Slavery to the people, though at the last
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forty-Uiree of the fifty delegates present affixed their

signatures to the constitution.

A large majority of the Convention were in favor of

establishing Slavery in Kansas. They accordingly in-

serted an article in the constitution for this purpose
simihir in form to those which had been adopted by
other Territorial conventions. In the schedule, how-
ever, providing for the transition from a Territorial to a
State government, the question ha8 been fairly ami ex-

plicitly referred to the people, whether tliey will have a
c )nstitution " with or without Slavery." It declares tliat,

before the constitution adopted by the Convention
' shall be sent to Congress for admission into the Union
as a State," an election shall be held to decide tliis ques-

tion, at wliich all the white male inhabitants of tlie Ter-

ritory above the age of 21 are entitled to vote. They
are to vote by ballot ; and " the ballots cast at said

election shall be indorsed 'constitution with Slavery,'

and 'constitution with no Slavery.'" If there be a
majority in favor of the the " constitution witli Sla-

very," then it is to be transmitted to Congress by the

president of the Convention in its original form. If, on
the contrary, there shall be a majority in favor of the

"constitution with no Slavery," " tlien the article pro-

viding for Slavery shall be stricken from the constitu-

tion by the president of this Convention ;" and it is

expressly declared that " no Slavery sliall exist in the

l^tate of Kansas, except that the right of property in

slaves now in the Territory shall in no manner be inter-

fered with ;" and in that event it is made his duty to

liave the constitution thus ratified, transmitted to tlie

Congress of the United States, for the admission of tlie

State into the Union.
At this election, every citizen will have an opportu-

nity of expressing his opinion by his vote " whetlier

Jvansas shall be received into the Union with or without
Slavery," and thus this exciting question may be peace-

fully settled in the very mode required by the organic
aw. The election will be held under legitimate author-

ity, and if any portion of the inhabitants shall refuse to

vote, a fair opportunity to do so having been presented,

this will be their own voluntary act, and they alone
will be responsible for the consequences.

Whether Kansas shall be a free or a slave State, must
eventually, under some authority, be decided by an
election ; and the question can never be more cleaily

or distinctly presented to the people than it is at the

p.esent moment. Should this opportunity be rejected,

she may be involved for years in domestic discord, and
possibly in civil war, before she can again make up the
issue now so fortunately tendered, and again reach the
point she has already attained.

Kansas has for some years occupied too much of the
public attention. It is high time this should be directed

to far more important objects. AVhen once admitted
into the Union, whether with or without Slavery, the
excitement beyond her own limits will speedily pass
away, and she will then, for the first time, be left, as she
ought to have been long since, to manage her own
affairs in her own way. If her constitution on the sub-
ject of Slavery, or on any other subject, be displeasing

to a majority of the people, no human power can prevent
them from changing it within a brief period. Under
these circumstances, it may well be questioned whether
the peace and quiet of the whole country are nut of

greater importance than the mere temporary triumph
of either of the political parties in Kansas.
Should the constitution without Slavery be adopted by

the votes of the majority, the rights of property in slaves

now in the Territory are reserved. The number of these

is very small ; but if it were greater the provision would
be equally just and reasonable. The slaves were
brouglil into the Territory under the Constitution of the
United States, and are now the property of their mas-
ters. This point has at length been finally decided by
llie highest judicial tribunal of the country—and this

upon the plain principle that when a confederacy of
sovereign States acquire a new territory at their joint

expense, both equality and justice demand that the citi-

zens of one and all of them thall have the right to take
nto it whatsoever is recognized as pro()erty by the cora-

inon Constitution. To have summarily confiscated the
property in slaves already in the Territory would have
been an act of gross injustice, and contrary to the prac-
tice of the older States of the Union which have abol-

ished Slavery.

Mr. Douglas on Lkcompton.

Mr. Douglas, who very early joined in the de-
bate on the President's Message, at first said

he dissented from the views of the President in

regard to Kansas, but afterward endeavored to

show that the President did not mean to
' recommend" the Lccompton Constitution, but
chut he only

referred that document to the Congress of the Un-
ted States—as the Constitution of the United States
refers it—for us to decide upon it under our own respon-
sibility. "It is proper," said Mr. D., '• that he should
have thus referred it to us as a matter for congressional
action, and not as an administrative or executive measure,
for the reason that the Constitution of the United Slates
says, ' Congress may admit new States into the Union.'
Hence we find the Kansas question before us now, not
as an Administrative measure, not as an Kxecu ive mea-
sure, but as a measure coming before us for our free
action, witliout any recommendation or interference,
directly or indirectly, by the Adminisiration now in pos-
session of the Federal Government."

Mr. President, 1 am not going to stop and inquire how
far the Nebraska bill, which said the people should be
left perfectly free to form their consiitution for them-
selves, authorized the President, or the Cabinet, or Uov-
ernor AValker, or any other Territorial officer, to inter-

fere and tell the Convention of Kansas whether they
should or should not submit the question to the people.
I am not going to stop to inquire how far they were
authorized to do that, it being my opinion that the spirit

of tlie Nebraska bill required it to be done. It is sufficient

for my purpose that the Adminisiration of the Federal
Government unanimously—that the administration of the
Territorial government, in all its parts, unanimously

—

understood the Territorial law under which the Conven-
tion was assembled to mean that the constitution to be
formed by that Convention should be submitted to the
people for ratification or rejection, and, if not confirmed
by a majority of the people, should be null and void,
without coming to Congress for approval
Not only did the National Government and the Territo-

rial government so understand the law at the time, but,
as I have already stated, the people of the Territory so
understood it. As a further evidence on that point, a
large number, if not a majority, of the delegates were
instructed in the nominating conventions to submit the
constitution to the people for ratification. I know that
the delegates from Douglas County, eight in number, Mr.
Calhoun, President of the Convention, being among them,
were not only instructed thus to submit the question, but.

they signed and published, while candidates, a written
pledge that they would submit it to the people for ratifi-

cation. I know that men high in authority, and in the
confidence of the Territorial and National Government,
canvassed every part of Kansas during the election of
delegates, and each one of them pledged himself to the
people that no snap judguient was to be taken ; that the
constitution was to be submitted to the people for accept-
ance or rejection: that it would be void unless that was
done ; that the .Administration would spurn and scorn it as

a violation of the principles on wliich it came into power,
and that a Democratic Congress would hurl it from their

presence as an insult to the Democrats who stood pledged
to see the jieople left free to form their domestic institu-

tions for themselves.
Not only that, sir, but up to the time when the Conven-

tion assembled, on the 1st of September, so far as I can
learn, it was understood everywhere that the constitution

was to be submitted for ratification or rejection. They
met, however, on the Isl of September, and adjourned
until after the Octol>er election. I think that it was wiso
and prudent that they should thus have adjourned. They
did not wish to bring any question into that election

which would divide the Democratic party, and weaken
our chances of success in the election. I was rejoiced

when I saw that they did adjourn, so as not to show their

hand on any question that would divide and distract the

party until after the election. During that recess, while the
Convention was adjourned. Governor Ransom, the Demo-
cratic candidate for Congress, running against tbe present
Delegate fiom that Territory, was canvassing every part of

Kansas, in favor of the doctrine of submitting the consti-

tution to the peojile, declaring that the Democratic party
were in favor of sucli submission, and that it was a slan-

der of the Black Republicans to intimate the charge that
the Democratic party did not intend to carry out that
pledge in good faith. Thus, up to the time of the Con-
vention, in October last, the pretense was kept up, the
profession was ojienly made, and believed by me, and I

thought believed by them, that the Convention intended
to submit a constitution to the people, and not to attempt
to put a government in operation without such submis-
sion. The election being over, the Democratic party
being defeated by an overwhelming vote, the Opposition
having triumphed, and got posscs.'^ion of both branches

, ef the legislature, and having elected their Tor.ito.ial
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DelefCHte, tlie Convention assembled, and then proceeded '< not violate the Constitution of tla' Tnltcd States and the

to co.inilcie tlieir work. I fundamental principle's of lilicrty upon wliicli our iiihtitu-

Now kl us slop to inquire how they redeeme<l the I tions rest. 1 am not jtoinn to ar^ue the (juestiun whether
pleiljre to submit the constitution to the people. They the banking system estuhlished in that constitution is wise

fii-at po on .to make a constitution. Tlien they make a
i
or unwise. It says there shall he no monopolies, hut there

schedule, in which they provide tliat the constitution, on
the'iist of December—tiie present month—shall he sub-

mitteil to all the iHiiniJiile inhabitants of the Territory on
that day, for their free acceptance or rejection, in the fol-

lowin;; manner, to wit: Thus acknowledging that they
Were b(Ujnd to silbmit it to the will of the people ; conced-

ing tha*hey had no right to put it into operation without

suhmittint; it to the people; providing in the instrument
that it should take ell'ect from ami after the date of its

ratification, and not before ; showinjf that the Constitution

derives its vitality, in their estimation, not from the au-

thority of the Convention, but from that vote of the peo-

ple, to which it was to be submitted for their free accept-

ance or rejection. IIow is it to be submitted ? It shall be
subniitteil in this form: "Constitution with Slavery, or

constitution witli no Slavery?" All men must vote for the

constitution, whether they like it or not, in order to be
permitted to vote for or against Slavery. Thvis a constitu

tion made by a convention that had authority to assemble

and ])etition for a redress of grievances, but not to estab

lish a government—a constitution made under a pleilge

of honor that it should be submitted to tlie people before

if took ell'ect— :i constitution which provides on its face, that

it shall have no validity except what it derives from such

submission—is submitted to the people at an election

where all men are at liberty to come forward freely, with-

out hindrance, and vote for it, but no man b permitted to

record a vote against it

!

That would be as fair an election as some of tlie ene-

mies of Napoleon attributed to hiin when he was elected

First Consul. He is said to have called out his troops and
had them reviewed by his officers, w ith a speech, patriotic

and fair in its professions, in which he said to them :

" Now, my soldiers, you are to go to the election and vote

freely, just as you please. If you vote for Napoleon, all is

irell"; vote against him, and \oa are to be instantly

shot!" That was a fair election. (I-aughter.) This elec-

tion is to be equally fair. All men In favor of the consti-

tution may vote for it, all men against it shall not vote at

all. Why not let them vote against it? I presume you
have asked many a man this nuestion. I have asked a

very large number of the gentlemen who framed the con-

Btitution, quite a number of delegates, and a still larger

number of persons who are their friends, and 1 have re

ceived the same answer from every one of them. I never
received any other answer, and I presume we never shall

get any other answer. What is that? They say, if they

had allowed a negative vote, the constitution would have
been voted down by an overwlielraing majority ; and hence
tlie fellows shall not be allowed to vote at all. (Laughter.)

Mr. President, that may be true. It is no part of my
purpose to deny the proposition that that constitution

would have been voted down if submitted to the people.

I believe it would have been voted down by a majority

of four to one. I am informed by men well posted there

—Democrats—that it would be voted down ten to one;
some say by twentj' to one.

But is it a good reason why you should declare it in

force, without being submitted to the people, merely be-

cause it would have been voted down by five to one if

you had submitted it? What does that fact prove?
Does it not show undeniably that an overwhelming majority

of the people of Kansas are unalterably opposed to that

constitution? Will you force it on them against their

will, simply because the.v would have voted it down if you
had consulted them? If you will, are you going to force

it upon them under the plea of leaving them perfectly free

to form and regulat* their domestic institutions in their

own way ? Is that the mode in which I am called upon to

carry out the principle of self-government and popular
sovereignty in the Territories—to force a constitution on
the people against their will, in opposition to their protest,

with a knowlege of the fact, and then to assign as a reason
for my tyranny, that they would be so obstinate and so

perverse as to vote down the constitution if I had given
them an opportunity to be consulted about it?

Sir, I deny your right, or mine, to inquire of these peo-

ple what their objections to that constitution are. They
have a right to judge for them.<elves whether they like or
dislike it. It is no answer to tell me that the constitution

is a good one, and unobjectionable. It is not satisfactory

to me to have the President say, in his message, that that

constitution is an admirable one, like all the constitutions

of the new States that have been recently framed. Whether
g'l )•! or bad, whether obno.\ious or not, is none of my busi-

aiss, ami none of yours.
It is tTieir busi:ifss, and not ours. 1 care not what the.v

have in their co:ist.itutlon, so that it suits them and does

shall be one bank of issue in the State, with two branches.
All I have to say on that point is, if they want a hanking
system, let them have it ; if they do not want it, let them
prohibit it. If they want a hank with two branches, be it

go; if they want twenty, it is none of my business; and it

matters not to me whetlier one of them shall be on the north
side and the other on the south side of the Kaw Itiver, or
where they shall be.

Wliilc 1 have no right to expect to be consulted on that
point, I do hold that ihe people of K»nsas have the
rijihi to be consulted and lo decide it, and you have no
ri^ilful authority to deprive them of that privilege It is

ito ju-titicaiion, in my mind, to say that the provision for

the eligitjdity for the olljccrs of Governor ami Lieui.-Go-
vernor requires twenty years' citizenship iti the United
Si.'ites. If men llonk thai no person sbould vote or hold
office until he has been here twenty years, they have a
right to think so ; and if a majority of the people of Kan-
sas think thai no man of foreign birth should Vi^te or
hold office unless he has lived tliere twenty years, it is

tlieir right to say so, and I have no right to interfere

with theni ; it is their business, not mine; but if I lived

there I should not be willing to have that provision in the
constitution without being heard upon the subject, and
allowed to record my |)rotesl against it.

I have iiotliing to say about their system of taxation,
in which they have gone back and resorted to the old ex-
ploded system whicli we tried in Illinois, but abandoned
because we did not like it. If they wish to try it and get
tired of it and abandon it, be it so ; but if I were a
citizen of Kansas I would profit by the experience of
Illinois on that subject, and defeat it if I could. Yet I

have no oOjection to their having it if they want it ; it is

tlieir business, not mine.
So it is in regard to the free negroes. They provide

that no free negro shall be permitted to live in Kansas. I

suppose they have a right to say so if they choose ; but if

1 lived tliere I should want to vote on the question. We,
in Illinois, provide thai no more shall come there. We
say to the other States, " Take care of your own free

negroes and we will take care of ours." But we do not
say that the negroes now there shall not be permitted to

live in Illinois ; and I think the people of Kansas ought to

have the right to say VYhether they will allow them to

live there, and if they are not going to do so, how they
are to dispose of them.
So you may go on with all the different clauses of the

Constitution They may be all right; they may be all

wrong. That is a question on which my opinion is worth
nothing. The opinion of the wise and patriotic Chief

Magistrate of the United States is not worth anything as

against that of the people of Kansas, for they have
a right to judge for themselves ; and neither Presi-

dent, nor Senaics, nor Houses of Representatives, nor
any other power outside of Kansas, has a right to judge
for them. Hence it is no justification, in my mind, for

the violation of the great principle of self-government, to

say that the Constituiion you are forcing on them is not
particularly obnoxious, or is excellent in its provisions.

I'erhaps, sir, t'le same thing might be said of the

Topeka Constitution. I do not recollect its peculiar pro-

visions. I know one thing : we Democrats, we Nebraska
men, would not even look into it to see what its provi-

sions wt-re. Why ? Because we said it was made by a

political party, and not by the people; that it was made
in defiance of the authority of Congress; that if it was as

pure as the bible, as ho y as the Ten Commandments, yet

we would not touch it until it was subiyitted to and
rittified by the people of Kansas, in pursuance of

the forms of law. Perhaps the Topeka Constitution, but

for the mode of making it, would have been unexception-

able. I do not know; I do not care. You have no right

to force an unexceptionable constitution on a people. It

does not mitigate the evil, it does not diminish the insult,

it does not ameliorate tlie wrong, that you are forcing a

good thing upon thnii. I am not willing to be forced to

do that whico 1 would do if I were lefi free to judge and
act for my.-elf. Hence I assert that there is no justifica-

tion to be made for this tl igraiit violation of popular

rights in Kansas, on the plea that the constitution which

they have made is not particularly obnoxious.

Hut, sir, the Presideni of the Uniteii States is really and
sincerely of ihe opinion thai the Slavery clause has been

fairly and impariialiy submitted to the tree acceptance or

reji-clion of the people of Kansas, and that, inasmuch as

ihut was the exciting and paramount question, if they

get the riijlit to vote as they ple^isc on that subject,

they ocglit to be satislied; and piRSsil.ly il might b-
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better if wc would accept it, and put an erul to tlie ques- I

lion. Let me ask, sir, is the Slavery clause fairly sub- I

niitteil, so that the people can vole for or a^'aiiist it ? Sup-

pose 1 were a citizeu of Kansas, anil sliould go up to tlie

polls and say, ' I desire to vole to make Kansas a Slave

State; here ia my ballot." Tliey reply to me, " Jlr.

Douglas, just vote for that constitution first, if you

please." '• Oh, no I" I answer, " I cannot vote for that

constitution conscientiously—I am opposed to the clause

bv wliich you locate certain railroads in such away as to

sacrifice my county and my part of the State. 1 am
opposed to that banking system. I am opposed to this

Know-Notliing or American clause in the constitution

about tlie quahflcations for office. I cannot vote for it."

Then they answer, " You shall not vote on making it a

Slave State." I then say, " I want to make it a ly-ee

Slate." They reply, " Vote for that constitution first,

and tlien you can vote to make it a Free State ;
otherwise

you cannot." Thus they disqualify every Free-State

man who will not first vote for the constitution ; they dis-

q lalify every Slave-State man who will not first vote for

the constitution. No matter whether or not the voters

state that they cannot conscientiously vote for those pro-

visions, they reply, "You cannot vote for or against

Slavery here. Take the constitution as we have made it,

take the Elective Franchise as we have established it,

take the Banking System as we have dictated it, take the

U;iilroad lines as we have located them, take the Judiciary

System as we have formed it, take it all as we have fixed

it' to suit ourselves, and ask no questions, but vote for it,

or you shall not vote either for a Slave or Free State." In

other words, the legal effect of the schedule is this : all

those who are in favor of this constitution may vote for or

against Slavery, as they please ; but all those who are

against this constitution are disfranchised, and shall not

vote at all. That is the mode in which the Slavery pro-

position is submitted. Every man opposed to the consti-

tution is disfranchised on the Slavery clause. How many
are they ? They tell you there is a majority, for they say

the constitution will be voted down instantly, by an over-

wlielming majority, if you allow a negative vote. This

shows that a majority are against it. They disqualify

and disfranchise every man who is against it, thus

referring the Slavery clause to a minority of the people of

Kansas, and leaving that minority free to vote lor or

against the Slavery clause as they choose.

Let me ask you if that is a fair mode of submitting the

S avery clause ? Does that mode of submitting that par-

iicuLir clause leave the people perfectly free to vote for

or against Slavery as they choose? Am I free to vote as

I Choose on the Slavery question, if you tell me I shall

no! vote on it until I vote for the Maine Liquor Law?
Am I free to vote on the Slavery question, if you tell me
1 s^;ill not vote either way until I vote for a Bank? Is

it freedom of election to make your right to vote upon
one question depend upon the mode in which you are

going to vote on some other question which has no con-

nection with it? Is that freedom of election? Is that

the great fundamental principle of Self-Government, for

whicii we combined and struggled, in this body and
throughout the country, to establish as a rule of action in

all time to come?
Let me ask you, why force this Constitution down the

throats of the people of Kansas, in opposition to their

wishes and in violation of our pledges ? What great ob-

ject is to be attained ? Cui bono f What are you to gain

by it? Will you sustain the party by violating its prin-

ciples? Do you propose to keep the party united by

f ircing a division? Stand by the doctrine that leaves

the people perfectly free to form and regulate their insti-

tutions for themselves in their own way, and your party

will be united and irresistible in power. Abandon that

great principle, and the party is not worth saving, and
cannot be saved, after it shall be violated. I trust we are

not to be rushed upon this question. Why shall it be

Uoiie? Wlio is to be benefited ? Is the South to be the

gainer? Neither the North nor the South has the right to

gain a sectional advantage by trickery or fraud.

But 1 am beseeched to wait till I hear from the election

on the 2l3t of December. I am told that perhaps that

will put it all right, and will solve the whole difficulty.

How can it? I'erhaps there may be a large vote. There

may be a large vote returned. (Laughter.) But I deny
til,it it is possible to have a fair vote on the Slavery

Clause ; and I say that it is not possible to have any vote

on the Constitution. Why wait for the mockery of an
election, when it is provided, unalterably, that the people

cannot vote—when the majority are disfranchised?

But I am told on all Bi<les, "Oh, just wait; the Pro-
Slavery clause will be voted down." That does not obvi-

ate any of my objections ; it does not diminish any of

them. You have no more right to force a Free-State
Constitution on Kansas than a Slave-State Constitution.

If Kansas wants a Slave-State Constitution, she hag a
right to it; if s.ie wants a Free-State Constitution, she has
a right to it. It is none of my business which way the

Slavery clause is decided. / care not ichether it i»

toted down or voted up. Do you suppose, after pledges

of my honor, that I would go for that principle, and
leave the people to vote as they choose, that I would now
degrade myself by voting one way if the Slavery clause

be voted down, and another way if it be voted up? I

care not how that vote may stand. I tiike it for granted
that it will be voted out. i think I have seen eijough in

the last three days to make it certain that it will be re-

turned out, no matter how the vote may stand. (Laugh-
ter.)

Sir, I am opposed to that concern, because it looks to

me like a system of trickery and jugglery to defeat the

fair expression of the will of the people. There is no ne-

cessity for crowding thii measure, so unfair, so unjust, as

it is in all its aspects, upon us.

On the 2nd of Feb., 1858, the President trans-

mitted to Congress the Lecompton Constitution,

accompanied bj a .-ipecial Message strongly

urging the admission <>f' Kansas as a State under
this constitution. (The following is a brief

statement in regard to the origin of the Le-

compton Constitution :)

The first Territorial Legislature passed an act

in 1855 to take the sense of the people on the

call of a Convention to form a State Constitu-

tion, at the election in Oct., 1 856. Accordingly,

an election was held at which about 2,500 votes

were polled, the Free-State men not voting. At
this election, a new legislature was elected, all

Pro-Slavery, which met in Jan., 1857, and in

conformity with the vote of 2,500 at the preced-

ing October election, passed an act providing for

the election of delegates on the 15th of June,

to meet in convention in September following.

Soon after this, Gov. Walker went to Kansas,

and published an address to the people in which

he assured them of his determination to use

every means in his power to prevent all disorder

and violence. He persuaded the Free-State men
to go to the polls and vote. An objection

which they urged was, that in 19 out of the 38

counties no registry had been made, and that in

15 out of the 19 no census had been taken, .«o

that it was impossible for the people to vote in

those counties. These facts are confirmed by

Gov. Walker and Secretary Stanton.

The election for delegates to the Convention

was held on the 15th of June. The Free-State

men did not vote, for the reason just mentioned,

and also (as they stated,) that they had no confi-

dence in the officers who were to hold the elec-

tion, and because the Constitution which might

be formed, must, in the opinion of Gov. Walker,

be submitted to a vote of all the people for rati-

fication or rejection, whether they voted at this

election or not. The entire vote for delegates

was only about 2,200.

The delegates elected assembled in Conven-

tion at Lecompton, Sept. 5th, but soon adjourned

over to October, to await the result of the Ter-

ritorial Eiection on the first Monday of that

month. At this Teriitorial Election, both par-

ties nominated candidates. At the requrst of

Gov. Walker, 2,OuO U. S. troops were in clio Ter-

ritory, and they were stationed so as to protect

the polls as much as po.ssible. Over eleven

thousand votes were po'led, after rejecting

2,800 as fraudulent and irregular, 1,600 of which

were returned from the Oxford precinct, when',

according to the census, there were but 43 votern,

and twelve hundred from AfcGee County, whero
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1,0 poll was opened. The result of this elecf.on l

was, the Free-State party carried the legislature
|

uiul the delegate to Congress. I

Tiie Convention reassembled in Octoher, ac-

1

cording to adjournment, and tbrnied the Consti-

tution now so fanions as the Leeoiiipton Consti-

tution. When it became known that the Con-

vention had refused to submit tiie entire con-

stitution to a vote of the people for ratiticaiion

or rejection, and iiad submitted only a proposi-

tion in regard to Slavery, and tliat in a form and

\iuder a test oath which would prevent the Free-

State people from voting, there was great excite-

ment in the Territory, threatening bloodshed.

Under these circumstances, Acting Gov. Stanton

called (Gov. Walker had resigned) an extra ses-

sion of the Territorial r.egislature. The legisla-

ture assembled Dec. 17th, and passed an act to

submit the Lecompton Constitution fairly to a

vote of the people on the 4th of January next,

following, the time fixed by the Lecompton con-

vention for the election of State officers under
that constitution.

On the '21st of Dec, the vote was taken in the

manner prescribed by the Convention, and re-

sulted as follows

:

" For the constitution with Slavery " .

" For the constitution without Slavery "
6,26(5

507

Total vote 6,793

Jan. 4ih, 1858, in accordance with the act of

the Territorial Legislature, the people voted as

lollows:

For the Lecompton Constitution with Slavery . 13S
•' " " without " . '24

Against the Lecompton Constitution .... 10,226

Being over ten thousand majority against the

Lecompton Constitution.

pRKsiDKST Buchanan's lecompton messake.

The following is the President's special Mes-
sage, of Feb. '2nd, 1858.

I tiave received from J. Calhoun, Esq., President of the
late C^insiitutional Conveniion of Kansas, a copy duly
certifisd by liimself, of the Constitution framed by that
body, with the expression of the hope that I would sub-
mil the same to the consideration of Congress " with the

view (if the admission of Kansas into the Union as an
independent State." In compliance with this request, I

herewith transmit to Congress for their action the C'ln-

stiluiioii of Kansas, with the ordinance respecting the

jiublic lands, as well as the letter of .Mr. Callioun, dated
at Lecompton, on the 14 h ult., by which they were ac-
companied. Having received but a single copy of the
Constitution and ordinance, I send this to the Senate.
A great delusion seems to pervade the public mind in

relaliiin to the condition of parties in Kansas. Tins arises

from the difEcull3' of ln<lucing the American peojile to

realize the fact that any portion of them should be in a
state of rebellion against the Government under which
they live. Wlien we spi-ak of the affairs of Kansas, we
are apt to refer merely to the existence of two violent
political parties in that Territory, divided on the question
of Slavery, just as we speak of such parties in the Stales.

This presents no adequate idea of the true state of the

ca^e. The dividing line '.here is not between two politi-

cal p irties, both acknowledging the lawful existence of
the trovernment, but between those who are loyal to this

flovernraent and those who have endeavored to destroy
it! existence by force and liy usurpation—between those
who sustain, and those who have done all in their power
to overthrow, the Territorial Government established by
Congress. This Government they would long since have
subverted had it n"t been protected from their a-saulig b.v

the troops nf the United Stales. Such has been ihecon-
dit'on of iiff.iirs since my inauguration. Ever since tliat

period, a large portion of the people of Kansas have l)een

in a' state of rebellion against itie Government, with a
military leader at their head, of most turbulent and dan-
perous cliaracter. Tiiey have never acknowledg.-d, but

t.ave constantly renounced and defied, the Governiueut

to which they owe allegiance, and have been all the time

in a stale of resistance against its authorit.v. They have
all the time been endeavoring to suliveri it and to estab-

lish a revolutionary Government, under the so-called

Topeka C-iistitution, in its stead. Even at this v^-ry

moment, the Topeka Legislature are in session. Who-
ever has read the correspondence of Gov. Walker with

the Stale Department, recently communicated to the

Senate, will be convinced that this iHclure is not over-

drawn. He always protested against the wilhilrawal of

any portion of the military force of the United States

from the Territory, deeming its presence absolutely

necessary for the preservation of the regular Govern-

ment and ihe execution of the laws. In his very first

dispatch to the Secretary of State, dated June 2, 1&&7, lie

says :

" The most alarming movom(>nt, however, proceeds from
the ass.Miiblitig, on the 9ih of Jime, of ihe so calU-d Topeka
l.eslslaiure, with a view lo the enacimeni of an enilre code of

laws, lif course, it will be my endeavor lo prevent siuh a
result, a.s it would lead to inevitable and disasuons collision,

and in fact renew the civil war iu Kau.sas.''

This was with difficulty prevented by the efforts of

Governor Walker; but soon thereafter, on the 14th of

July, we find him requesting General Harney to furnish

him a regiment of uragoons to proceed to the city of

Lawrence, ami this for the reason that he had received

authentic intelligence, verified by his own actual obser-

vation, thai a ilanger.ius rebelli.iii had occurre.l, involv-

ing an open defiance of ihc laws, and the establishment

of an insurgent gnvernnient in that ciiy. In the Gover-

nor's dispatch of July 16, he infiirms the Secretary of

State that
" This movement at Lawrence was the beijlnning of a plan,

originating in that ciiy, lo organi/.e insurrection throuKhout

the Terriiorv, and especially hi all towns, cities and counlies

where the kcpublican party have a majority Lawrence is

the hotbed of all ihe Abolition movements iu this Terrisory.

li Is the lown established bv the Abolition Soeieiies of the

Kasl, and, while there are res'pectable people there, it is fdled

by a considerable number of mercenaries, who are paid by
.\boliiiou Societies to perpetuate ami dirt'u.se agitation through-

out Kansas, an 1 prevent a peaceful settlement of this ques-

tion, llaving failed in inducing their own so-calh'd Topeka
Stale Lecislaiure to organize ihts insurrection, Lawrence has

commenced it herself, ami. if not arrested, ihe rebellion wiU
extend throughout the Territory."

And again

:

" In order to send this communication ImmedLitely by mail,

I must close, assuring vou that the spirit of rebellion pervades

the great mass of the" Republican party of this Territory,

insiigated, .is I entertain no doubt they are, by Eiist.-rii So-

ei.nies, haWng in view results most disastrous to the Uovern-
menl and the Union ; and that Ihe continued presence of Geu.
llarnev is indispensable, as was originally supulated by me,
wiih alarge body of dragoons and several batteries."

On the 2llth of July, 1S57, Gen. Lane, under the

authority of the Topeka Convention, undertook, as Q-en.

Walker informs us,

" To organize the whole Free-State parly Into volunteers,

and to Uike ihe names of all who refuse eiirohueiii. The pro-

fe.ssed object was to protect the polls al the el.cuous, in

.\ugust, of a new Insurgent Topeka State Legislator.-. The
objecl in taking the names of all wlio refuse enrollment is to

terrifv the KreeState Conservatives Into submission. This is

proved by the recent atrocities committed oo such men by the

Topekaltes. The speedv location of large bodi.s of regular

troops here with two batteries is necessary. Th.r Lawrence
insurgents await the developments of this new military organ-

izaiioD."

In the Governor's dispatch of July 27, he says that

" Gen. Lane and his stalV everywh-re deny the authority of

the Territorial laws, and couus'el a total disregard of these

enactments."

Without making further quotations of a similar charac-

ter from other dispatches of Governor Walker, it appeais,

by reference to Secretary Stanton's commuuicat.on to

Gen.'Cass on the 9th of December last, that

"The iin[Kirianl step of calling l!ie lecislaiure together W.T8

taken af ei- 1 diej had beeuine ^a;i-1i. .1 ihal the el-edim ordered
bvthe lonvc'n'inn on ih" L'ls' of D.-einber could uol be con-

dueled wi'hi.m <(p|lision and M.>o Islieil."

So intense was the disloyal feeling among the enemies

of the Government established by Coiigre.-s, thjil an

election which afforded them opportunities, if in the ma-
jority, of making Kansas a Free State according lo the.r

own expressed desire, could not be conducted without

collision and bloodshed. The truth is that, up to the

present moment, the enemies of the existing government
still adhere to their Topeka revolutionary coifslitution

and government. The very first paragraph of the mes-

sage of Gov. Kobinson, dated the 7th of December, to the

Topeka Legislature, now assembled at Lawrence, con-

tains an open defiance of the laws and Constitution of

the United States. The Governor gays

:

"The <"nnv .n-ion whi'h fr.im -d I'l • To:i-ka ''o;=iuioa
originated with la- peopL; of liau-ias Terriiory. They
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have adopted and ratified the same twice by a direct vo%, i

inilirecilv throus^h t«-o elections fu:- Sta e ()lU.:er'< aiii m
, also

I

_ „ rtiein-

b^-i'sof tlie State Legislature ;
yei ii. Ins pi 'HSc^d the Adtuiais-

ti-aiion to i-t-gard the wliole proceediui' as revuluiioiiary."
]

This Topeka Government, adhered to with such trea-

sonable pertinacity, is a govefnment in direct opposition

to the existing government prescribed and recognized bj'

Congress.
It is usurpation of the same character as it would be

for a portion of the people of any State to undertake to

establish a separate government within its limits for

the purpose of redressing any grievance, real or imag-

iiiarv, of which they might complain against the legiti-

mate State Government. Such a pr nciple, if carried into

execution, would destroy all lawful authority and pro-

duce universal anarchy. From this statement of facts,

the 1 eason becomes palpable why the enemies of the gov-

ernment authorized by Cong, ess have refused to vote for

the delegates to the Kansas Constitutional Convention,

and abo, afterward, on the question of Slaveiy submitted

by it to the people. It is because they have ever refused

to sanction or recognize any other Constitution than that

framed at Topeka. Had the whole Lecompton Constitu-

tion been submitted to the people, tlie adherents of this

organization would doubtless have voted against it, be-

cause, if successful, they would thus have retnoved the

obstacles out of the way of tlieir own revolutionary Con-

stitution; they would have done this, not upon the con-

sideration of the meiits of the whole or part of the

Lecompton Constitution, but simply because they have

ever resisted the authority of the government authorized

by Congress from which it emanated. Such being the

unfortunate condition of affairs in the Territo y, what was

the right as well as the duty of the law-abiding people?

Were they silently and patiently to submit to the Topeka
usurpation, or to adopt the necessary measure to estab-

lish a Constitution under the authority of the organic law

of Congress? That this law recognized the right of the

people of the Territory, without an enabling act of Con-

gress, to form a State Constitution, is too clear for argu-

ment. For Congress " to leave the people of the Terri-

tory perfectly free" in framing their Constitution '• to

form and regulate their domestic institutions in their own
way, subject only to the Constitution of the United

States," and then to say that they shall not be permitted

:o preceed and frame the Constitution in their own way,

without express authority from Congress, aiipears to be

almost a contradiction in terms. It would be much
moie plausible to contend that Congress had no power to

pass such an enabling act, than to argue that the people

of a Territory might be kept out of the Union for an indefi-

nite period, and until it might please Congress to permit

them to exercise the right of seif-government. This

would be to adopt, not their own way, but the way which
Congress might prescribe. It is impossible that any peo-

])le could have proceeded with more regularity in the

formation of a Constitution than the people of Kansas
have done. It was necessary, first, to ascertain whether

it was the desire of the people to be relieved from their

Territorial dependence and establish a.~?tate Government.
For this purpose, the Territoiial Legislature, in 1S55,

passed a law for taking the sense of the people of the

Territory upon the expediency of calling a Convention to

form a J'tate Constitution at the general election to be
held in October, lSo6. The " sense of the people" was
accordingly taken, and they decided in favor of a Con-
vention.

It is true that at this election the enemies of the Terri-

torial Government did not vote, because they were then

engaged at Topeka, without the slightest pretext of law-

ful authority, in framing a Constitution of their own for

subverting the Territorial Government In pursuance
of this decision of the people in favor of a Convention,
the Territorial Legislature, on the'JTth of February, IS.iT,

passed an act for the election of delegates on the third

Monday of June, 1S67, to frame a State Constitution.

This law is as fair in its provisions as any that ever
passed a legislative body for a similar purpose. The right

of suffrage at this election is cleirly and jtistly defined.

Every bona fide citizen of the United States, above the

age of twenty-one, and who had resided therein for three'

months previous to that date, was entitled to a vote. In
order to avoid all intei ference from neighboring States

and Territories with the freedom and fairness of the elec-

tion, a provision was made for the registry of qualified

voters, and in pursuance thereof, nine thousand two hun-
dred and fifty-one voters were registered. Gov. Walker
did his whole duty in urging all qi^alified citizens of Kan-
sas to vote at this election. In his Inaugural Address on
the 27th of May, he informed them that

—

" Und'-r our practice, the pr -Uininaryact of framing a State
ConsUluiioi is iiniforiTily p«rl'orrnfd llirough the instru-
meataUty of a Goaveauoii of delegates chosen by the peopla

themselves. That Convention is now about to be elected bj
you, under the call of the Terrhorial Legislature created, a'l \

still recognized, by the authority of Congress and clothed by
it, in the comprehensive language of tlie organic law, with fuil

power to nuke such an eaaciraent. The Territorial I>egi-la-

turc, then, in assembling this tJonvention, were fully sustii.u d
lyy the act of Congress, and the authority of the Lloiivention i^

distinctly recognized iu my instructions from the Presideul of
the United States."

The Governor also clearly and distinctly warns theio

what would be the consequences if they did not partici-

pate in the election. The jjeople of Kansas, then, lie

says,

" Are invited by the highest authority known to the Consti-

tution to participate freely and fairly iu the election of dele-

gates to frame a Constitution and Stale Government. 'J'helaw

has performed its entire appropriate function, when it extends
to the people the right of suBrage ; but it cannot compi-1 the

performauce of that duty. Throughout the \\hole Union,
however, and wherever free government prevails, those who
abstain from the exercise of the right of sufl'rage authorize
those who do vote to act for them in that contingency, and
absentees are as much bound, under the law and Constitution,

where there is no fraud or violence, by the act of the majority
of those who do vole, as if all had participated in the election.

Otherwise, as voting must be voluntary, self-gevernraent
would be impracticable, and monarchy or despotism would
remain as the only alternative."

It may also be observed that,at this period any hope,
if such had existed, that the Topeka Constitution would
ever be recognized by Congress must have been aban-
doned. Congress had adjourned on the thi d of .March

previous, having recognized the legal existence of the

Territorial Legislature in a variety of forms, which I need
not enumerate. Indeed, the Delegate elected to tlie

House of Representatives under a Territorial law had
been admitted to a seat and had just completed his te m
of service the day previous to my inauguration. This

was the propitious moment for settling all the dilTiculies

of Kansas. This was the time for abandoning the revo-

lutionary Topeka organization, and for tlie enemies of

the existing government to conform to the laws and unite

with its friends in framing a State Constitution. But this

they refused to do, and the consequences of their refusal

to submit to the lawful authority, and vote at the election

of delegates, may yet prove to be of the most deplorable
chat acter. Would that the respect for the laws of the

land, wliicli so eminently distinguished the men of tha

past generation, could be revived ! It is a disregard and
violation of law which has for years kept the Territory

of Kansas in a state of almost open rebellion against its

Government—it is the same spirit which has produced
actual rebellion in Utah. Our only safety consists in

obedience and conformity to the law. Should a general

spirit against its enforcement prevail, this will prove fatal

to us as a nation.

We acknowledge no master but law, and should we cut

loose from its restraints and every one do what seemeth
good in his own eyes, our case would indeed be hopeless.

The enemies of the Territorial Goveinnient determined
still to resist the authority of Congress. They refused to

vote for delegates to the Convention, not because,

from circumstances which I need not detail, there was an
omission to register the comparatively few voters who
were inhabitants of certain counties in Kansas in the

early spring of 1857, but because they had determined,

at all hazards, to adhere to their revolutionary organiza-

tion, and defeat the establishment of any other consti-

tution than that which they had framed at Topeka. The
election was therefore suffered to pass by default, but of

this result the qualified electors who refused to vote can
never justly complain.
From this review, it is manifest that the Lecompton

Convention, according to every principle of constitu-

tional law, was legally constituted and invested with

power to frame a Constitution. The sacred principle of

Popular Sovereignty has been invoked in favor of the

enemies of Law and Order in ICansas ; but in what man-
ner is Popular Sovereignty to be exercised in this coun-

try if not through the instrumentality of established l;iw ?

In certain small republics of ancient times, the peojile

did assemble in primary meeting, passed laws and di-

rected public affairs. In our country, this is manifestly

impossible. Popular Sovereignty can be exercised here

only through the ballotbo.x ; and if tlie people will refuse

to exercise it in this manner, as they have done in Kan-
sas at the election of Delegates, it is not for them to

complain that their rights have been violated.

The Kan:<a3 Convention, thus lawfully constituted, p'-o-

ceetleil to frame a Constitution, and, having comiileled

their work, finally adjourned on the 7th of .Voveiirber

last. They did not think proper to submit the whole of

this Constitution to a popular vote, but they did submit
the question whether Kansas should be a Free or Slave

State to the people. This was the question which had con-
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vulsed the Union and shaken it to the very center. This

was the question wliich had ll(;lited the llaiiiud of civil i

war in Kansas and had produced danjierous sectional

parties ttiroughout the confederacy. Il was of a charac-

ter so paramount in respect to the comlilion of Kansas,
as to rivet the anxious attention of the people of the

whole country upon it and il alone—no person thought
of any other question. For my own part, when 1 in-

structed Governor Walker in general terms in favor of

submitting the constitution to the people, I had no
object in view except the all-absorbing question of

Slavery. In what manner the people of Kansas might
regulate their other concerns, was not the 8ul>ject which
att:acted my attention. In fact, the general provisions

of our recent ttate constitutions, after an experience of

eighty years, are so similar and excellent that it would
beditlicult to go far wrong at the present day in framing
a new constitution. I then believed, and still believe,

that, uniler the organic act, the Kansas Convention
were bound to submit this all-important question of
Slavery to the people. It was never, however, my
opinion that, independently of this act, they would have
been bound to submit any portion of the constitution to

a popular V4»te in order to give it validity. Had I enter-

tained such an opinion, this would have been in opposi-

tion to many precedents in our history, commencing in

tlie very best age of our Uepublic. Il would have been
in opposition to tlie principle which pervades our insti-

tutions!, and which is every day carried into practice,

that the people have a right to delegate to the repre-

sentatives chosen by themselves their sovereign power
to frame constitutions, enact laws, and perform many
other importanl acts, without requiring that these should
be subjected to their subsequent approbation. It would
be a most inconvenient limitation of their own power,
imposed by the people upon themselves, to e.xclude

them from exercising their sovereignty in any lawful
manner which they think proper.

It is true tliat the people of Kansas might, if they had
pleased, have required llie Convention to submit tlie con-
stitution to a )>opular vote, but this they have not done.
The only remedy, therefore, in this case is that which

exists in all other similar cases. If the delegates who
framed the Kansas Constitution have in any manner
violated the will of their constituents, the people always
possess the power to change their constitution or laws
according to their own |)leasure. The question of Slavery
was submitted to an election of the people on the 21st of
December last, in obedience to the mandate of the Con-
vention. Here, again, a fair opportunity was presentel
to the adherents of the Topeka Constitution, if they were
the majority, to decide this exciting question " in their

own way," and thus restore peace to the distracted Ter-

ritory ; but they again refused to exercise the right of
Popular Sovereignty, and again suffered the election to

pass by default. I heartily rejoice that a wiser and bet-

ter spirit prevailed among a large majority of these
people on the first Monday in January, and that they
did on that day vote under the Lecompton Constitution
for a Governor and other State officers, a member of
Congress, and for members of the Legislature. This
election was warmly contested by the parties, and a larger
vote polled than at any previous election in the Territory.

We may now reasonably hope that the revolutionary
Topeka organization will be speedily and finally aban-
doned, and this will go far toward a final settlement of the

unhappy dilferences in Kansas. If frauds have been com-
mitted at this election by one or both parties, the legisl.v

ture and people of Kansas, under their constitution, will

know how to redress themselves and punish these dete?ta-

ble but too common crimes without outside interference.

The people of Kansas have, then, " in their own way,"
and in strict accordance with the organic act, framed a
Constitution and State Government, have submitted the
all-important question of Slavery to the people, and have
elected a Oovernor, a member to represent them in

Congress, members of the State Legislature and other
State officers ; and they now ask admission into the
Union under this constitution, which is republican in its

fo'-m. It is for Ongress to decide whether they will

admit or reject the State which has thus been created.
For my own part, I am decidedly in favor of its adniis-

s'on, and thus terminating the Kansas question. This
will carry out the great principle of Non-intervention
recognized and sanctioned by the organic act, which
declares in express language in favor of the non-inter-
vention of Congress with Slavery in the States and
Territories, leaving the people "perfectly free to form
and regulate their domestic institutions in their own way,
subject only to the Constitution of the United States." In
this manner, by localizing the question of Slavery and
confining it to the people who it immediately concerned,
every patriot anxiously expected that this question would

be banished from the hulls of Congress, where it has
al<t^ays exerted a baneful influence throughout the wliole
country.

It is proper that I should briefly refer to the election
held under the act of the Territorial Legislature on the
first Monday of January last on the Lecouipton Con!>ti

tution. This election was held after the Territory had
been prepared for admission into the Union as a Sove-
reign State, and when no authority existed in the Terri-
torial Legislature which could possibly destroy its exist-

ence or change ils character. The election, which was
peaceably conducted under my instructions, involve<l

strange inconsistencies. A large majority of ilie persons
who vo ed against the Lecompton Constitution were at
the same time and place recognizing its valid existence
in the most solid and authentic manner by voting unikr
its provisions. I have yet received no official informa-
tion of the result of this election.

As a question of expediency, after right has been
maintained, il may be wise to reflect upon the benefits
to Kansas and the whole Country that will result from
its immediate admission into the Union, as well as the
disasters that may follow its rejection. l)omestic peaco
will be the happy consequence of the admission, and that
fine Territory, which has hitherto been torn by dissen-

sions, will rapidly increase in population and wealth, ami
speedily realize the blessings and comforts which follow

in the train of agricultural and mechanical industry.
The people, then, will 6e sovereign, and can regulate
their affairs in their own way. If the majority of them
desire to abolish domestic Slavery within the State, theie
is no other possible mode by which it can be eB'ected so
speedily as by prompt admission. The will of the
majority is supreme and irresistible, when expressed in

an orderly and lawful manner. It can make and un
make constitutions at pleasure. It would be absurd to

say that they can impose fetters upon their own powe
which they cannot afterward remove. If they could do
this, they might tie their own hands just as well for a hun-
dred as for ten years. These are the fundamental princi-

ples of American freedom, and are recognized, I believe,

in some form or other by every State constitution ; and
if Congress, in the act of admission, should think proper
to recognize them, I can perceive no objection.

Tliis lias been done emphatically in the constitution oi

Kansas. It declares in its bill of rights that " All polii

cal power is inlierent in the people," and all free goverr.

inents are founded on their authority and instituted for

tlieir benefl', and therefore have at all times an inalien-

able Hnd indefeasible right to alter, reform and aboli>li

their form of government, in such manner as they may
tliink proper. The great State of New-York is at tli s

monieiil governed under a constitution framed and estab-

lislied in direct opposition to a mode prescribed by the

previous constitution. If, therefore, a provision chang-
ing the constitution of Kansas after the year IStU couM
by possibility be construed into a prohibition to make
such change previous to that period, iliis prohibitiiMi

would be wholly unavailing. The legislature, already
elected may, at ils very first session, submit the question
to a vote of the people, wliellier they will or not have a
convention, to amend their constitution, and adopt a'l

necessary means for giving efftrct to the popular will. Ii

has been solemnly adjudged, by the highest judicial tri-

bunal known to our laws, that Slavery exists in Kansas
by virtue of the Constitution of the United States.

Kansas is therefore at this moment as much a Slave St»te

as Georgia or S lUth Carolina. Without this, the equality

of the Sovereign States composing the Union would be
vioJateil, and the use and enjoyment of a Territory ac-

quired by the common treasure of all the States, would
be closed against the people and property of nearly half

tlie members of the Confederacy. Slavery can, therefore,

never be prohibited in Kansas, except through tlie mean?-

of a constitutional provision ; and in no other manner can
tJiis be obtained so promptly, if the majority of the people

desire it, as by adnntting her info the Union under her
present constitution. On the other hand, should Con-
gress reject the constitution, under the idea of alTording

the disaffected in Kansas a third opportunity to prohib I

Slavery in the State, which they might have done twice

before if in the majority, no man can foretell the conse-

quences. If Congress, for the sake of those men who n>
fused to vote for delegates to the convention, when they

might have excluded Slavery from the constitution, aixl

who afterward refused to vote on the 21st of December,
when they might, as they claim, have stricken Slavery
from the constitution, should now reject the State be-

cause Slavery remains in the constitution, it is manifest

that the agitation upon this dangerous subject will be re-

newed in a more alarming form than it has ever yet
assumed." Every patriot in the country had indulged t:.e

hope that the Kansas-Nebraska Act would have put a
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fi lal enil to the Slavery agitation, at least in Congress,

w.iioh had for more ihan twenty years convulsed the

cnunlry and endangered the Union. This act involved

i."-eat and fundamental principles, and, if fairly carried

iiiiii effect, will settle the question. Should agitation be

ag^iin revived—should the people of sister States be again

estranged from each other with more than their former
iiiTerness—this will arise from a cause, so far as the in-

i-ie-ts of Kansas are conc*ned, more trifling and in-

.-igiiificant than has ever stirred the elements of a great

people into commotion. To the people of Kansas, the

o ly practical difference between admission or rejection,

Uejiends simply upon the fact whether they can them-

sel/es more speedily change their present Constitution if

it does not accord with the will of the majority, or frame
H second Constitution to be submitted to Congress here-

after.

Even if this were a question of mere expediency and
not of right, a small difference of time one way or the

other, is not of the least importance, when contrasted

with the evils which must necessarily result to the whole
country from the revival of the Slavery agitation.

In considering this question, it should never be for-

gotten that in proportion, to its insignificance, let the

uecision be what it may, so far as it may affect a few
thousand inhabitants of Kansas, who have from the be-

ginning resisted the Constitution and the laws, for this

Very reason the rejection of the Constitution will be so

much the more keenly felt by the people of fourteen

S.ates of the Union where Slavery is recognized under
tlie Constitution of the United States.

Again the speedy admission of Kansas into the Union
will restore peace and quiet to the whole country.
Already the affairs of this Territory have engrossed an
undue proportion of public attention. They have sadly
affected the friendly relations of the people of the States

with each other and alarmed the feais of patriots for the
safety of the Union. Kansas once admitted into the
Union, the excitement becomes localized and would soon
die away for want of outside aliment, and then every
difficulty could be settled by the ballot-box. Besides,

and no trifling consideration, I shall then be enabled to

withdraw the troops from Kansas, and employ them on a
service where they are much needed. They have been
Ivept there on the earnest importunity of Governor
Walker, to maintain the existence of the Territorial

Government, and secure the execution of the laws. He
considered at least two thousand regular troops, under
tlie command of General Harney, were necessary for this

purpose. Acting upon his reliable information, I have
been obliged in some degree, to interfere with the ex-
pedition to Utah in order to keep down the rebellion in

Kansas. This has involved very heavy expenses to the
Government. Kansas once admitted, it is believed there
will no longer be occasion there for the troops.

I have thus performed my duty on this important
question under a deep sense of my responsibility to God
and to the country. My public life will terminate in a
brief period, and I have no other object of earthly ambi-
tion than to leave my country in a peaceful and pros-
perous condition, and to. live in the affections and
respect of my countrymen. The dark and ominous
clouds now impending over the Union I conscientiously
believe will be dissijiated with honor to every portion of
it by the admission of Kansas during the present session
of Congress ; whereas, if she should be rejected, I greatly
fear these clouds will become darker and more ominous
than any which have ever yet threatened the Constitu-
tion and the Union. (Signed) Jamiss Buchanan.

The Lecompton Constitution contains a pro-

vi.^iutl oil the subject of Slavery, as follows:

§ 1. The right of property is before and higher than
any constitutional sanction, and the right of the owner
of a slave to such a slave and its increase is the same,
and is inviolable, as the right of the owner of any pro-
perty whatever.

§ 2. The Legislature shall have no power to pass laws
for the emancipation of slaves without the consent of
their owners, or without paying their owners, previous
to emancipation, a full equivalent in money for the
slaves so emancipated. They shall have no power to

prevent emigrants to the State from bringing with them
such persons as are deemed slaves by the laws of any
one of the United States or Territories so long as any
persons of the same age or description shall be continued
flaves by the laws of this State

;
provided, that sucli

person or slave be the 6oH(f_/i(/c, property of such emi-
i.':'anl; and jjnivklfd, ai-to, that laws ma.v be passed to
prohibit the introiluction of slaves into this State who
nave couuuitled higli crimes in other States or Territories.

They shall have power to permit the owners of slaves to
emancipate them, saving the rights of creditors, and
preventing them from becoming a public charge. They
shall have power to oblige the owners of slaves to treat

them with humanity—to provide for their necessary fooc
and clothing—to abstain from all injuries to them,
extending to life or limb—and, in case of neglect or
refusal to comply with the direction of such laws, to

have such slave or slaves sold for the beneiit of the
owner or owners.

§ 3. In the prosecution of slaves for crimes of higher
grade than petit larceny, the Legislature shall have no
power to deprive them of an impartial trial by a petit

jury.

§ 4. Any person who shall dismember or deprive a
slave of life shall suffer such punishment as would be
inflicted in case the like offense had been committed on
a free white person, and on the like proof, except in case
of insurrection of such slave.

This provi.sion, and this provision alone, it

was finally determined by a close vote to sub-

mit to the registered electors. Por this purpose,

by the terms of a schedule annexed to the

Constitution, an election was to be held on the

21st of December. The ballots cast were to be
indorsed either " Constitution with Slavery," or
•' Constitution with No Slavery." Thus to have
the privilege of voting No Slavery, it was still

made necessary to vote for the Constitution,

beside which, all persons offering to vote must,

if challenged, " take an oath to support the

Constitution if adopted."

If the number of votes " for the Constitution

without Slavery" should be a majority, then

the schedule provides, that " The rights of
property in slaves now in the Territory, shall

in no manner be interfered with." Making it

impossible to abolish Slavery.

This schedule, as if with a direct view of

superseding the Territorial Legislature and
Congressional delegate elect, further provided
that the Constitution shall be in force " after

its ratification by the people" (without waiting

for the approval of Congress) a State election

to be held on the first Monday in January,

1858, for the choice of a Governor, Lieutenant-

Governor, Secretary of State, Auditor, State

Treasurer, and members of the Legislature, and
also a member of Congress. It also provided

(as if to deprive the Territorial Legislature of

all power of acting) that all laws in force not

repugnant to the Constitution shall continue

until altered, amended or repealed by a Legis-

lature assembled under the provisions of this

Constitution ; and that ail officers, civil or

military, under the authority of the Territory

of Kansas, shall continue to hold and e.xercise

their respective offices uutil superseded by the

authority of the State: the first meeting of the

State Legislature to take place upon the issu*»

of a proclamation by the Tresident of the

Convention, upon the receipt of official infor-

mation that Congress has admitted Kansas into

the Union. A provision is also inserted in-

tended to prevent any amendment previous to

the year 1864, au<l then only upon tiie concur-

rence of two-thirds of the members of both

houses, and " a majority of all the citizens of

the State."

LECCMPTOX AND ENGLISH HILLS.

The following record of the action of Congress

on the admission of Kansas under the Lecomp-
ton Constitution, will be iaterestiug for future

reference.



THE LECOMPTON CONSTITUTION IX CONGRESS. 121

The original bill, as it passed the Senate

Bnder the lead of Senator Green (March 23,

1858), was as follows :

TnS LECOMPTOS BILL.

A Bill /or the Admission of the Stute of Kawta» into
the i'ldon, presented in the innate l>y Mr. lireen,

of Slivxi'url. from the Committee on I'erritoriei,

February 17, 18oS.

Whereax, Tlie people of the Territory of Kansas did,

by a Convention uf I>ele|;ate$ called ami B.ssenible<l at

I.ecoinpton, September 4, ISOT, form for themselves a
Constitution ami State Governmeut, wliicli said Conven-
tion having asked tlie admission of ttie Territory into

the Union as a State on an equal footing with the original

States,

lie it enacted hy the Senate and Jloitse of liepresen-
tatices of the United States of America in Congress
assembled. That the State of Kansas shall be, and is

hereby declared to be, one of the United States of

America, and admitted into the Union on an equal foot-

ing with the original States, in all respects whatever;
and the said. State shall consist of all the territory in-

cluded within the following boundaries, to wit: iJegin-

ning at a point on the western boundary of the State of

Missouri where the thirty-seventh parallel of latitude

crosses the same; thence west on said parallel to the

eastern boundary of New Mexico ; thence north on said
boundary to latitude thirty-eight; thence following saiil

boundary westward to the eastern boundary of the Terri-

tory of Utah, on the summit of the Rocky Mountains

;

thence northward on said summit to the fortieth parallel
cf latitude ; thence east on said parallel to the western
boundary of tlie State of Missouri; thence south with the
westward boundary of said State, to the place of begin-
ning: . . .

§ '2. And be it further enacted, That the State of

Kansas is admitted into the Union upon the express con-
dition that said State shall never interfere with the

primary disposal of the public lands, or with any regula-
tions which Congress may find nece-^sary for securing the
title in said lauds to the bona fide purchasers and
grantees thereof, or impose or levy any tax, assessment,
or imposition of any description whatsoever upon them,
or other property of the United States, within the limits of
said State ; and that nothing in this act shall be construed
to abridge or infringe any right of the people asserted in

the Constitution of Kansas, at all times, to alter, reform
or abolish their form of government in such manner as
they may think proper. Congress hereby disclaiming any
authority to intervene or declare the construction of tlie

Constitution of any State, except to see that it is republi-

can in form and not in conflict with the Constitution of
the United Slates ; and nothing in this act shall be con-
strued as an assent by Congress to all or to any of the
propositions or claims contained in the ordinance an-
nexed to the Constitution of the people of Kansas, nor to
deprive the said State of Kansas of the same grants
which were contained in said act of Congress, entitled,
" An act to authoriie the people of the Territory of
Minnesota to form a Constitution and State Government,
preparatory to admission into the Union on an equal
footing with the original States," approved February 26,
lSo3.

§3. And be it fai'ther enacted. That until the next
general census shall be taken, and an appor ionment of
represetjtatiun made, the State of Kansas shall be entitled

to one Representative in the House of Representatives of
the United Stales.

The bill passed, 33 to 25, as follows

:

TEAS—FOR LECOMPTOS.

Alabama.—Fitzpatrick, Clay. Arkansas.—Sebastian,
Johnson. Calikoksia.—Gwin. Dklawai .; —Bayard.
Florida.—Mallory, Yulee. GRORGIA.—Iver-. mi, Toombs.
Indiana.—Fitch, Bright. Iowa.—Jones. Kkstockv.—
TuoMPSo.s. LocihiANA.—Benjamin, Slidell. .Maryland.
—Pearce, Kesnkdv. Mississippi —Brown. .Missoi'ri.—
Green, Polk. Ntw-jKRSKY.—Wright, Tiioniiun. North
Carolina —Biggs. Pkn.nsvlvaxia.—Bigler. Riiods
Island.—.\llen. Socth Carolina.—Evans, Hammond.
Tknnkssee.—Johnson. Texas.—Henderson, Houston.
Virginia.—Mason, Hunter. Total, 33,

Says—AOAIXST LECOMPTON.

California.— Broderick. Co^secticct.— Foster,Diteon.
Illixow.— Dougla,-!, Trumbull, low\.—//arlan. Kitn-
TtrcKV.-Crittexdks. Maink.—Fessenden, Hilmlin.
Massaciiusktts.— Wilson, Sumner. .MiciiiriAN.—Stuart,
Chandler. Nkw-Uampsiiike.—//,i^«, C'-<irk. Htyr-
YonK.—Stward, King. Ouio.—Pugli, n'acii. Ruous

Island.—Simmons. TKSSKSSF.it.

—

Rell. Vermont.—
Collitr\er, Foot. Wisconsin.—Vurkee, Doolillle. To-
tal, 2o.

Ab^snt or not voting.—Me.ssrs. Bites (Del.), Reid
(X. C), Davis (Mi.), Cameron (Pa.) Mr. Cameron paired
off with .Mr. Davis.

Previous to taking this vote, Mr. Crittenden
moved a sub.stittite foe the bill, in substance,

that the Constitution be stiliinitted to the people
at once, and, if approved, the I'l-c.^ident to

admit Kansas by proclamation. ¥t njected,

the people to call a Convention and Iranie a

Constitution. The substitute made special pro-

vision ag-ainst frauds at the election.

This substitute was lost : Yeas, 24 ; Nays, 34.

On the first of April, the bill was taken up in

the House and read once, when, its second
reading having been objected to by Mr. Gid-

dings, the question recurred under the rule,

Shall the bill be rejected? A vote was taken
and resulted. Yeas, 95 ; Nays, 137.

Mr. Montgomery, of Pa., ottered as a substi-

tute, with slight alterations, the bill which Mr.
Crittenden had ottered in the Senate. Mr.
Quitman, of Mississippi, also ottered a substitute,

which was the same as the Senate bill, with the

omission of the declaratory clause, " that the

people shall have the right at all times to alter

or amend the Constitution in such manner a3

they think proper," etc.

Mr. Quitman's substitute was lost—Yeas, 72;
Nays, 100, the yeas being all from the Slave

States, and Mr. Montgomery's was adopted, 120
to 112.

The Crittenden-Montgomery substitute, as it

passed the House, was in the following words

:

§ 1. Be it enacted, etc.. That the State of Kniisas b^,

and is hereby, admitted into the Union on an equal foot-

ing with the original States in all respects whatever ; but
inasmuch as it is greatly disputed whether the Constitn-

tion framed at Lecompton on the ith day of November
last, and now pending before Congress, was fairly made,
or expressed tlie will of the people of Kansas, this admis-
sion of her into the Union as a State is here declared to
be upon this fundamental condition precedent, namel.v :

That the said constitutional instrument shall be first sub-
mitted to a vote of the j>eople of Kansas, and assented to

by them, or a majority of the voters, at an election to be
held for the purpose ; and as soon as such assent shall be
given, and duly made known, by a majority of the Com-
missioners herein appointed, to the President of the
United States, he shall announce the .=ame by proclama-
tion, and thereafter, without any further proceedings on
the part of Congress, the admission of the said State of
ICansas into the Union upon hh equal footing with tho
original States, in all respects whatever, shall be complete
and absolute. At the saiil election the voting shall be by
ballot, and by indorsing on his ballot as each voter may
please, '"for the Constitution," or " against the Constitu-
tion." Should the said ConsU-tution be rejected at tho
said election by a majority of votes being casl against it,

then, and in that event, the inhabilanis of said Territory

are hereby authorized and empowered to form for them-
selves a Constitution and State Government by the namo
cf the State of Kansas, according to the Federal Con-
stitution, and to that end may eUct delegates to a con-
ention as hereinafter provided.

§ 2. Aiul be itfurther ena-cted, That the said State of
Kansas shall have concurrent jurisiliciion on the Missouri
and all other rivers and waters bordering on the said Stit9
of Kansas, so far as the same shall form a common bou' d-

arytosaid Stale and any other State or Slates now or
hereafter to be formed or bounded by the same ; mtI
said rivers and waters, and all the navigable watcr.^ of
said State, shall be common highways and forever free,

as well to the inhabitants of said State as to all other citi-

aens of the United States, without any tax, duty, impost,
or toll therefor.

§ 8. Arui be itfurtl^r enacted. That for the purpo<>«

of insuring, as far as possible, that the elections autbor-
iied by ihis act may l>e fair and free, the Governor and
the Secretwry of ihe Territory of Kansas, and tlie presiii-

iag otUuer^ uf lite two branches uf its Legislatare, namely



tli A POLITICAL TEXT-BOOK FOR 1860.

the President of the Council and Speaker of the House of I

Kepresentatives, are hereby constituted a board of coiu-

niissioners to carry into effect the provisions of ibis act, .

and to use all the means necessary and proper to tlial

end. Any tliree of tliem shall constitute a Board ;
and

|

tile board .-:hall have power and autliority, in respect to

each and all of the elections hereby autliorized or pm-
vided for, to designate and establish precincts for voting,

or to adopt tliose already established ; to cause polls lo

be opened at such places as it may deem proper in the re-

spective counties and election precincts uf said Territory;

to appoint, as judges of election at each of the several

places of voting, three discreet and respectable persons,

any two of whom shall be competent to act; to require tht

Slieriffs of the several counties, by themselves or deputies,

to attend thejudges at each of the places uf vmiog, for

tlie purpose of preserving peace and good order, or the

said Hoard may, in.-tead of said Sheriffs and their deputies,

appoint, at their discretion, and in such instances as they

may choose, other fit persons for the same purpose ; and
when the purpose of the election is to elect delegates to a

Convention to form a Constitution, as hereinbefore pro-

vided for, the number of delegates shall be sixty, and
they shall be apportioned by said Hoard among the

several counties of said Territory, according to the num-
ber of voters; and in making this apportionment, the

Board may join two or more counties together to make
an election or representative district, where neither of

the said counties has the requisite number of voters to

entitle it to a delegate, or to join a smaller to a larger

county having a surplus population, where it may serve

to equalize the representation. The elections hereby
authorized shall continue one day only, and shall not be

continued later than sundown on that day. The said

Bi>ard shall appoint the day of election for each of the

elections hereby authorized, as the same may become
necessary. The said Governor shall announce, by pro-

clamation, the day appointed lor any one of said elections,

and the day shall be as early a one as is consistent with

due notice thereof to the people of said Territory, subject

to the provisions of this act. The said Board shall have
full power to prescribe the time, manner and places of

each of said elections, and to direct the time and manner
of the returns thereof, which returns shall be made to the

said Board, whose duty it shall be to announce the result

by proclamation, and to appoint therein as early a day
as practicable for the delegates elected (where the election

has been for delegates) to assemble in Convention at the

seat of Government of said Territory. When so assembled,

tiie Convention shall first determine, by a vote, whether
it IS the wish of the proposed Slate to be admitted into the

Union at that time ; and if so, shall proceed to form a
Constitution, and take all necessary steps for the estab-

lishment (if a State Governiuent, in conformity with the

Federal Constitution, subject to the approval and ratifica-

tion of tlie people of the proposed State. And the said

Convention shall accordingly provide for its submission
to tlie vote of the people for approval or rejection ; and
if ihe majority of votes shall be given for the Constitution

so framed as aforesaid, the Governor of the Territory

shall, within twenty days after the result is known, notify

the President of the United States of the same. And
thereupon the President shall announce the same by pro-
clamation, and thereafter, and without any further pro-

ceedings whatever on the part of Congress, the admission
of the said State of Kansas into the Union, upon an equal
footing with the original States in all respects whatever,
shall be complete and absolute.

§ 4. And be itfurther enacted, That in the elections

hereby authorized, all while male inhabitants of said Ter-
ritory over the age of twenty-one years, wlio are legal

voters under the laws of the Territory of Kansas, and
none others, shall be allowed to vote; and this shall be
tlie only qualification required to entitle the voter to the

right uf suffrage in said elections. And if any person not
so qualified shall vote or offer to vote, or if any person
shall vote more than once at either of said elections, or

shall make, or cause to be made, any false, fictitious or

fraudulent returns, or shall alter or change any returns

of either of said elections, sucli person shall, upon convic-

tion thereof before any court of competent jurisdiction, be
kept at hard labnr not less than six mouths, and not
more than three years.

§ 5. And be it farther enacted. That the members of

the aforesaid Board of Commissioners, and all persons
appointed by them to carry into effect the provisions of

this act, shall, before entering upon their duties, take an
oath to perform faithfully the duties of their respective
offices ; anrl on failure thereof, they shall be liable and
subject to the same charges and penalties as are provided
n like cases under the Territorial laws.

§ 6. And be itfartlier enacted. That the oflJcers men-
tioned in the preceding section shall receive for their ser-

Tices the same compensation as is given for like se:-vicea

under the Territorial laws.

§ 7. And be it farther enacted. That the said State of

Kansas, when her admission as a State becomes complete
and absolute, shall be entitled to one member in ilie

House of Kepresentatives, in the Congress of the United
States, till the next census be taken by the Federal Gov-
ernment.

§8. And be it further enacted. That the following

propositions be, and the same are hereby ollered to the

said people of Kansas for their free acceptance or rejec-

tion, which, if accepted, shall be obligatory on the Un.tcd
States and upon ihe Said State of Kansas, to wit : First,

That the sections numbered sixteen and tl.iriy-six in

every township of public lands in said State, and where
either of said sections, or any part thereof has been sold

or otherwise disposed of, other lands equivalent thereto,

and as contiguous as may be, shall be granted to said

State for the use of schools. Second, That seventy-two

sections of land shall be set apart and reserved for th«

use and support of a State University, to be selected by
the Governor of said State, subject to the approval of

the Commissioner of the General Land Olfice, and to he
appropriated and applied in such manner as the Legis-

lature of said State may prescribe for the pupose afore-

said, but for no other purposes. Third. That ten entire

sections of land, to be selected by the Governor of said

State, in legal subdivisions, shall be granted to said State

for the purpose of completing the public buildings, or for

the erection of others at the seat of government, under

the direction of the Legislature thereof. Fourth, That
all salt springs within said State, not exceeding twelve in

number, with six sections of land adjoining, or as contigu-

ous as may be to each, shall be granted to said State for

its use ; the same to be selected by the Governor thereof

within one year after the admission of said State, and
when so selected, to be used or disposed of on sucli

terms, conditions and regulations as the Legislature shall

direct : Pruvided, That no salt springs or land the right

whereof is now vested in any individual or individuals,

or which may be hereafter be confirmed or adjudged to

any individual or individuals, shall by this art.cle be
granted to said State. Fifth, That five per centum of

the net proceeds of sales of all public lands lying within

said States, which shall be sold by Congress after the ad-

mission of said State into the Union, after deducting all

the expenses incident to the same, shall be paid to said

State, for the purpose of making public roads and inter-

nal improvements, as the Legislature shall direct : Pro-
vided, The foregoing propositions hereinbefore offered

are on the condition that the people of Kansas shall pro-

vide, by an ordinance, irrevocable without the consent

of the United States, that said State shall never interfere

with the primary disposal of the soil within the same, by
the United States, or with any regulations Cngress may
fin. I necessary for securing the title in said soil to bon-ii

fide purchasers thereof, and that no tax shall be imposed
"on lands belonging to the United States, and that in no
case shall non-resident proprietors be taxed higher than
residents. Sixth: And that the said S ale shall never

tax the lands or the property of the United States in that

State: Provided however. That nothing in this act of

admission shall be so construed as to ratify or accept tke

ordinance attached to said Constitution ; but said ordi-

nance is hereby rejected by the Government Of the Uni-

ted States.

The following are the Yeas and Nays •

TEAS—TO AMEND Oil SL'BSTITtJTE.

Califobkia.—McKibbin—1.

Connecticut.—Clark, Dean—'i.
Illinois.—£7i/tii Washburne, Farn.?worth, Lovejoy,

Kellogg, Morris, Harris, Shaw, Robert Smith, Sam. S.

Marshall—9.

Indiana.—English, Foley, A'jVcrore, J. G. Davis, Wilson,

Colfax, Case, Peltit—S.
lowA.— Curtis, T. Davis—2.

Kentuckt.-Underwood, Humphrey Marshall—2

.

Maine.- IFoorf, Gilman, Abbott, Morse, I. Wash-
burne, Foster—6.

Maryland.—Ricaud, J. M. FIarris, II.Winter Davis—3.

Massachusetts.— //aW, Bufflnton, Damrell, Cominx,
Burlingame, Davis, Gooch, Knapp, Thayer, Chaffee,

Dawes— W.
MicniGktt.—/Toward, Waldron, Walbridge, Leach— ^.

M I ssou Ri.—Blair— 1

.

New-Hampsuire.—Pi^"«, Tappan, Cragiiv—S.
New-Jersey. —C/cMo«07t, Bobbins, Adrain—8.

North Carolina.-Gilmer—1.

New-YORK.—Haskin, H. F. Clark, Murray, Thompsoii,

Olin, Dodd, Palmer, Spinner, Clark B. Cochrane,
Mjrse, Matteson, Bannett, Goodwin, Iloard, Granger
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Aforgan, Pottle, Pari-er, Kelsetj, Andrews, S/tennan,
BuriOuy/iM, Fititun—'I'-i.

OuR).— I'eiullelon, Uioesbeck, Campbell, Xichotn,
3tott, Cockcrill, Jlttrlan, Stanton, Hull, I/orton, Cox,
Sl>«rir.ini, £lif<K, 'JompKins, Lawrence, Ltiter, Wade,
Giddi n{i>i, Billyli urn— 19.

Pknnsvlvaxia.— A'. J. J/on'is, Owen Jones, Hickman,
H'th.'.rts, Kunk'tl, Graip, Kdie, Carode, Montgomery,
y.'ifc/iie, I'liiridnce, Steicart, l>ifk\ Chapiiian.— 14.

UniiD!-: Island.— />w/y«'^, Bia>jion—'l.
VKU.MONT.— Wnltoii, Jforri/I, Jioyie—H.
W ifCi\si\s.—Potter, C. C. W'anhbunie, Billinghurst—

S.~TotaI, 120.

ALAnAMA.—Stallworth, Shorter, Dowdell, Moore, Hous-
ton, Cobb, Curry—7.

AitKANSAS.—Cirecnwood, Warren—2.

Califoknia.—Scott— 1.

CoNNKCTicuT.— Arnold, Bbhop—3.

Delawakji.— Whiteley—1.

Flokida.—Hawkins— 1.

GtohGi.\.—Seward, Crawford, TnirrE, Gartrcll, AVriglit,

Jackson, Hill, Stephens— S.

IXDUiNA —Niblack, Hughes, Grepg—8.

Kkn-'uckv.—Burnett, Peyton, Talbott, Jewett, Elliott,

Clay, Mason, Stevenson—S.

L')LMi;iANA.— Eii.-ius, Taylor, Davidson, Pandidge— 4.

Makylasd.— Stewart, Kunkel, Bowie— S.

iMissouRi.—AxDKKSoN, Clark, Craig, Voon^ox, Phelps
—5.

Mississippi.—Lamar, U. Davis, BarksdaJe, Singleton,

.Quitman—5.

Nkw-Jkksky.—Huyler, AVortendyke— 2.

North Caroi.ixa.—Sliaw, Kuffin, AVinslow, Branch,
Scales, Craige, Clingman— 7.

NewVouK.— Searing, Taylor, Sickles, Kelly, Maclay,
John Cochrane, AVard, IJussell, Corning, Hatch—10.

Obio.— Miller, Burns—2.

Pknssylvaxia.—Florence, Landy, Phillips, Glancy
Jones, Leidy, Diramick, White, Ahl, Gi'Jis, Keilly, De-
wart— 11.

SocTii Carolina.—McQueen, MUes, Keitt, Bonham,
Boyce—5.

Tknsksseb.—Watkins, Matnahd, S. A. Smith, Savage,
Rkauv, Jones, Wright, Zollicuffkk, Atkins, Avery—10.

Tkxas.—Bryan, Keagan— 2.

Vikginia.—Garnet, Millson, Caskie, Goode, Bocock,
Powell, Smith, Faulkner, Letcher, Clemens, Jenkins, Ed-
uiundson Hopkins— 13. Total, 112.

-l^'SCnt—Caruthers (Mo )

RKCAPITULATION.

Yeas.
Kepublicans, 92 ; Democrats, 22 ; Americans, 6. Total

— i'M.

Kayn.
Democrats, 104; Americans, S. Total—112.

Tlic bill having been returned to the Senate
on the .second day ot" April, ilr. Green moved
to disagree to the House amendment which
motion was adopted : Yeas, 34, Nays, 22.

The following are the Nays :

Messrs. Broderick, Cameron, Chandler, Clark, Col-
lamer, Crittenilen, Di.xon, Doolittle, Douglas, Fessenden,
Foot, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, King, Seward, Sim-
mons, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, Wilson.

In the Hoti.se of Representatives, on the Tth
of April, Mr. Uoiitgomery, of Pennsylvania,
moved that the House adhere to its amend-
ment, which motion was carried, Yeas, 119,

Nays 111— the vote being the same as on the

adoption of the amendment, with the exception
of Messrs. Marshall and Bowie, who paired oil

and did not vote.

On the 1.3th of April, the Senate voted to in-

sist and ask for a conference committee. Yeas,
JsO, Nays, '24— the Nays being the same as the
Nays on Mr. Green's motion to disagree, with
the addition of Mes.srs. Bell and Sumner. On
the following day, the Hjuse received a mes-
sage fioin the Senate insisting on its disagree-
ment and asking a comniittee of conference,
when Mr. Montgomery, of Pa., moved that the
-House insist on its adherence, oi which be d?-

I

maiided the previous question The call for the
previous question was lost by tho casting vote

I of the Spe.iker : lo.S to lii8. Very niiich to

the suritrise of the House, Mr Knglisli, of Indi-

ana, who had acti'd with the Anti-lA'couipion
party up to this lime, moved that tlie House
agree to a Conference Committee, and that a

commiitee of three be appointed by the

Speaker to meet a similar committee of tho

Seiuite, and on this he called for the previous
question, which was ortiered. The Yeas and
Nays were called, and the vote stood InS to

1(18: the Speaker voting in the allirmaiive, Mr.
English's proposition was agrei'd to. Tlie Yeas
and Nays weie as follows :

Yeas.—Messrs Ahl, Anderson, ,\tkins, Avery, Bavk.?-

dale, Bishop, Bocock, Bonham, Bowie, Itoyee, liiaiich,

Bryan, Burnett, Burns, Carulhers, Caskie, Clark (.Mo.),

Clay, Clemens, Clingman, Cobb, John Cochrane, Craig
(Mo ), Craige (N. C. , Crawford, Curry, Davidson, Davis
(Miss.), Dewart, Dowdell, Edmuml.-on, Klliot, English,
Kustis, Faulkner, Florence, Garnelt, (iartrell, Goode,
(ireenwood, Gregg, Jlall (Ohio), Hatch, Hawkin.s, Hill,

Hopkins, Houston, Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, Jewett,
Jones (Tenn.), J. (ilaiic.v Jones, (Jiicn Jniien, Keitt,

Kellv, Kunkel (Md.), Lamar, Landy, l.eidv, Letcher,
Maci.i.v, McQueen, Mason, Maynard, Mile.-*, .Miller, Mill-

son, Moore, Niblack, Orr, PendUti n, Peyton, Phelps,
Pliillilts, Powell, Quitman, Heady, Keagan, Kulhn, Itus-

.«fll, Saiulidge, Savage, Scales, Scott, Searing, Se»ard,
Shaw (N. C), Shorte:, Singleton, Smith (t'enn.), Smith
(Va ), Stallwo th, Ste))hens, Stevenson, Stewart (.Md.),

Talbott, Taylor (.\. Y.), Tiippe, Ward, Wairm. Matkins,
White, Winslow. Woodson, Worteniiyke, Wright (Ga.),

Wright (Tenn. 1, Zollicoffer—109.
[The four in 4iaiics had hitherto voted anti-Lecomp-

ton.]

Navs.—Messrs. Abbott, Andrews, Bennett, itillinghursf,

Bingham, Blair, Bliss, Bray ton, liutlinton, Burlingame,
Burroughs, Campbell, Case, Challee, Cliapman, Clark
Conn.), Clark (N. Y.), Clawson, Cockeiill, Colfax, Com-

ins, Covode, Co.v, Cragin, Curtis, Daunell, Davis iMd.),
Davis (Ind.), Davis (Jla.ss.), Davis (Iowa,, Dawes, Dean,
Dick, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Farnswortli, Kenton, Foley,
Foster, Giddiinrs, Gilman, Gooch, Goodwin, tirnnger,
Groesbeck; Grow, Hall (Ma.ss.i, Harlan, Harris (Md ),

Harris, (111.), Haskin, Hickman, Hoard, Ho ton, Howard,
Kellogg, KeUey, Kn.ipp, Lawrence, Leiter, Lovejoy, Mar-
shall t^Ky.) Marshall (III.), Matteson, .Montgonie y, Mor-
gan, Morrill, Morris (Penn ,) Morris (111.', Morse (Me.),
.Morse (N. \'), Mott, Murray, Nichols, Palmer, Pett t.

Pike, Potter, Pottle, Purviance, Hicaud, Ititchie, llob-

bins, Koyce, Shaw (111.), Sherman (Ohioi, Slieruian

(N. Y.), Smith (III.), Spinner, Stanton, Stewart (I'eiin.),

Tappan, Thompson, Tompkins, Uiidei-wood, Wadi', Wal-
bridge, Waldron, Walton, Washbmne (IlL), Wasliburue
(Me.), Wilson, Wood—108.

Tho following, not voting, had piiirod oil':

Adrain with Huyler, Diminick with JleKilibin, Gillis

with Kobertis, Clark B. Cochrane with Sickles, Heilly
with Thayer, Taylor (La.) with Kunkel (Pa.), AVash-
burne (Wis.) with Arnold, Olin with Corning. Wluto-
ley, absent.

The Committee of Conference v,-as eoniposed
of Messrs. James S. (ireen, (Mo.), KolxTt M. T.

Hunter, (Ya ), and William H. Sewr.rd, ( N. Y
),

of the Senate ; and Messrs. Williain H. English,

(Ind.), Alexander H Stephens, | (ia.>, and Wil-
liam A. Howard, (Miclj#), on the p;ut of the

House.

On the 23d of April, the Committee made
their report (suseepii!)le of various iiiterpretji-

tions), Messrs. Seward of the Senate, and How-
ard, of the House, dissenting. Alter a running
fight of a week between the friends and oppo-
nents of the new sehi'ine, on tin; :;uih of April,

the report of the Committee was adoi)ted by
both branches of ( ongress. It was as follows :

All Act fur the Admi--ixion of the State of Kansas
iiit" the Union — Whereas, the i)eo]>le of the Territory
of Kansas diil, b.v a louventioii of delegates assembled
ut Lecomptou ou the Tlh day of Nov., IboT, for that pur
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pose, form for themselves a constitution and State
government, wliich constitution is republican ; and
ichereUfs, at the same time and place, said convention
did adopt an ordinance, which said ordinance asserts

that Kansas, when admitted as a State, will have an un-
doubted right to tax the lands within her limits belong-
ing to the United States, and proposes to relinquish said
asserted right if certain conditions set forth in said or-

dinance be accepted and ag. eed to by the Congress of
the United States ; and whereas, the said constitution
and ordinance have been presented to Congress by order
of said convention, and admission of said Territory into
the Union tliereon as a State requested ; and whereas,
said ordinance is not acceptable to Congress, and it is

desirable to ascertain whether the people of Kansas
concur in the changes in said ordinance, hereinafter
s ated, and desire admission into the Union as a State
as herein proposed: Therefore,
Me it enacted, etc.. That the State of Kansas be, and

is hereby admitted into the Union on an equal footing
with the original States, in all respects whatever, but
upon this fundamental condition precedent, namely :

That the question of admission with tlie following pro-
pos.tion, in lieu of the ordinance framed at Lecompton,
be submitted to a vote of the people of Kansas, and
absented to by them or a majority of the voters voting
at an election to be held for that purpose, namely :

Taat the following propositions be, and the same are
hereby ofl'ered to the people of Kansas for acceptance
or rejection, which, if accepted, shall be obligatory on
the United States and upon the said State of Kansas, to

wu : First, That sections mumber sixteen and thirty-
bix in every township of public lands in said State, or
where either of said sections or any part thereof has
been sold or otlierwise disposed of, other lands equiva-
lent thereto, and as contiguous as may be, shall be
granted to said State for the use of schools. Second,
'ihat seventy-two sections of land shall be set apart and
reserved for tlie sujjport of a State University, to be
selected by tlie Governor of said State, subject to the
approval of the Commissioners of the General Land-
Oihce, and to be appropriated and applied in such man-
ner as the legislature of said State may prescribe for

the purpose aforesaid, but for no other purpose. TlUrd,
Tiiat ten entire sections of land, to be selected by the
Governor of said State, in legal subdivisions, shall be
granted to said State for the purpo.se of completing the
public buildings, or for the erection of othe.s at the seat
of government, under the d rection of the legislature
thereof. Fourth, That all salt springs within said State,
not exceeding twelve in number, with six .sections of
1 iiid adjoining, or as contiguous as may be to each,
shall be granted to said State for its use, the same to be
selected by the Governor thereof, within one year after
the admission of said Stale; and, when so selected, to be
used or disposed of on such terms, conditions and regu-
lations as the legislature may direct : J^rocided, That
no salt spring or land, the right wliereof is now vested
in any individual or individuals, or which may hereafter
be confirmed or adjudged to any individual or indivi-

duals, shall by this article be granted to said State
Fi/t'i, That five per centum of the net proceeds of sales
of all public lands lying within said State which shall be
sold by Congress after the admission of said State into
the Union, after deducting all the expenses incident to

the same, sliall be paid to said State for the purpose of
making public roads and internal improvements, as the
legislature sliall direct : Provided, The foregoing pro-
positions herein ottered are on the condition that said
State of Kansas shall never Interfere with the primary
disposal of the lands of the United States, or with any
regulations wliich Congress may find necessary for
securing the title in said soil to bona fide purchasers
thereof, and that no tax shall be imposed on lands be-
longing to the United States, and that in no case shall
non-resident proprietors be taxed higher than residents.

Sixth, And tliat said State^hall never tax the lands or
property of the United Stared in that State.

At the said election tlie voting shall be by ballot, and by
indorsing on iiis ballot, as each voter may be pleased,
" Proposition accepted," or " Proposition rejected."
Should a majority of the votes cast be for " Proposition ac-
cepted," the President of the United States, as soon as the
:'aoi is duly made known to hiin, shall announce the same
oy proclamation; and thereafter, and witliout any further
liroceedings on tlie part of Congress, tlie admission of the
ttate of Kansas into the Union upon an equal footing with
tlie original States in all respects whatever shall be com-
plete and absolute ; and said State shall be entitled to one
iiicmber in the House of liepresentatives in the Congress
of tue United States until the next census be taken by the
l''jd_ral (jovfrniuent. But should a majority of the votes
cast be lur " Proposition rejected," it shall be deemed and

held that the people of Kansas do not desire admission mlo
the Union with said Constitution under the conditions set

forth in said proposition : and in that event tlie people of
said Territory are hereby authorized and empowered to
form for themselves a Constitution and State Government,
by the name of the State of Kansas, according to the Fed-
eral Constitution, and may elect delegates for that purpose
whenever, and not before, it is ascertained by a censu:<

duly and legally taken, that the population of said Terri-

tory equals or exceeds the ratio of representation required
for a member of the House of Representatives of the Con-
gress of the United States ; and whenever thereafter such
delegates shall assemble in Convention, they shall first de-
termine by a vote whether it is the wish of the people of
the proposed State to be admitted into the Union at that
time ; and, if so, shall proceed to form a Constitution, and
take all necessary steps for the establishment of a State
Government, in conformity with the Federal Constitution,

subject to suchlimitations and restrictions as to the mode and
manner of its approval or ratification by the people of the
proposed State as they may have prescribed by law, and
shall be entitled to admission into the Union as a State un-
der such Constitution, thus fairly and legally made, with or
without Slavery, as said Constitution may prescribe.

§ 2. And be it farther enacted. That for the pur-
pose of insuring, as far as possible, that the elections au-
thorized by this act may be fair and free, the Governor,
United States District Attorney, and Secretary of the Ter-
ritory of Kansas, and the presiduig ollicers of the two
branches of its Legislature, namely, the President of the
Council and the Speaker of the House of Representatives,
are hereby constituted a board of Commissioners to carry
into effect the provisions of this act, and to use aU the
means necessary and proper to that end. And three of
them shall constitute a board ; and the board shall have
power and authority to designate and establish precincts

for voting or to adopt those already established ; to cause
polls to be opened at such places as it may deem proper in

the respective counties and election precincts of said Ter-
ritory ; to appoint as judges of election at each of the
several places of voting, three discreet and i-espectable

persons, any two of whom shall be competent to act ; tc

requu'e the sheriffs of the several counties, by themselv^;8

or deputies, to attend the judges at eacli of the places of

voting, for the purpose of preserving peace and good or-

der; or the said board may, instead of said sheriffs and
their deputies, appoint at their discretion, and in such in

stances as they may choose, other fit persons for the sanu
purpose. The election hereby authorized shall continue

one day only, and shall not be continued later than sun
down on that day. The said board shall appoint the daj
for holding said election, and the said Governor shall an
nounce the same by proclamation ; and the day shall be

as early a one as is consistent with due notice thereof to

the people of said Territory, subject to the provisions of

this act. Th» said bowd shall have full power to prescribe

the time, manner, and place of said election, and to direct

the time (within) which returns shall be made to the said

board, whose duty it shall be to announce the result by
proclamation, and the said Governor shall certify the same
to the President of the United States without delay.

§3. And be it farther etutcted, That in the election

hereby authorized, all white male inhabitants of said Ter-

ritory, over the age of twenty-one years, who possess the

qualifications which were required by the laws of said Ter-

ritory for a legal voter at the last general election for the

members of tlie Territorial Legislature, and none others,

shall be allowed to vote ; and this shall be the only qualifi-

cation required to entitle the voter to the right of suflrage

in said election. And if any person not so qualified shall

vote or offer to vote, or if any person shall vote more than
once at said election, or shaU make, or cause to be made,
any false, fictitious, or fraudulent returns, or shall alter or

change any returns of said election, such person shall, up-

on conviction thereof before any court of competent juris-

diction, be kept at hard labor not less than six months and
not more than three years.

§ i. And be it fart/ier enacted, That the members
of the aforesaid board of commissioners, and all persons
appointed by them to carry into effect the provisions of

this act, shall, before entering upon their duties, take an
j

oath to perform faithfully the duties of their respective

; offices : and on failure thereof, they shall be liable and
subject to the same charges and penalties as are provided
in like cases under the Territorial laws.

§ 5. And be it further enacted, That the officei'S ,(

mentioned in the preceding section shall receive for tiieir
J

services the same compensation as is given for fike servict s

under the Territorial laws.

The vote in the Senate, on agreeing to the Conference Com-
mittee's Report, stood—Yeas, 30; Nays, 22; as follows:

Yeas.—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, BiggF,

Bright, Brown, Clay, Davis. Evans, i'itzpatrick, Grecn^
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<5wia, Hammond, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson (Ark)

Johnson (Tenn.), Jones, Kennedy, Mallory, Mason, Polk,

Pugh, Sebastian, Thompson (N.J. ), Toombs, 'Wright, Yulee.

Nays.—Messrs. Brcderick, Cameron, Chandler, Colla-

1

nier, Crittenden, Di.xon, l)oolitile, Douglas, Durkee,
Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Uale, ]Iamlin, Harlan, King,
Seward, Simmons, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, Wilson.

Paired.—Bell with Pearce, Fitch with Sumner.
Absknt.—Clark, Bates, Henderson, Keid, Thompson

'Ky.), Slidell.

In the House, on the final vote, among those who had
voted against the original Lecompton Bill and who now
supported the English scheme, were Gilmer, Aiu., of N. C,
and the following Democrats, viz. : English and Foley,
of Ind ; CockeriU, Cox, Groesbeck, Hall, Lawrence and
Pendleton, of Ohio ; and Owen Jones, of Pa. Gen.
Quitman, of Mississippi, and Mr. Eonham, of S. C, fire

eaters, voted No, and the following members ''paired
oil'," viz. : Washburn ('His.) with Arnold ; Matteson with
Keuben Davis; Purviance with Dimmick ; Morrill with
Faulkner ; Horton with Hill ; J. C. Kunkel with Miles
Taylor ; Montgomery with '\Varren ; Thompson with
Stewart (Md.) ; and Wood with George Taylor.

In accordance with this act of Congress,

the people of Kansas went into an election on
the od of August, 1858. Xotwitlistanding the

liberal offers in regard to donations to Kansas
of public lands, in this bill, and the threat that

if the people did not accept a State Government
with the Lecompton Constitution, they should

not be permitted to come in as a State w ith

any Constitution, till they should have a full

population of 93,3-tO, still, the Lecompton Con-
stitution was again rejected by more than ten

thousand majority. This may be regarded as

the Jiiial disposition of this famous Constitution.

From first to last, it had been the cau?e or the

subject of more speeches in Congress than any
measure ever brought before that body.

THE WYANDOT CONSTITUTION.

The Territorial Legislature passed an act

(Feb. 11, 1859) to refer the question to the
people of a new Con.stitutional Convention, the

election to be held on the first Tuesday in

March, 1859. The election was held, and
resulted in a majority of 3,881 in favor of a
Convention. This result being ascertained, the
Governor issued his proclamation for an elec-

tion of delegates. The old party organizations

were now abandoned, and those of Republicans
and Democrats substituted, and it was on this

basis that the canvass for the election of dele-

gates proceeded. The Convention was to

consist of tifty-two delegates. The Democrats
proclaimed themselves disciples of Mr. Douglas
and his Territorial Sovereignty doctrine, and
decidedly opposed to making Kansas a Slave

State. The Leavenworth district, where,
through its contractors for army supplies, the

Government exercised a great influence, and
'which from its population was entitled to ten

delegates, elected the Democratic ticket, not,

however, without the aid of fraudulent votes.

But the Republicans, by their predominance in

other hurts of the Territory, succeeded in

securiiiii a majority in the Convention of thirty-

five to .-eventeen.

The <_ onvention met at Wyandot on the 5th

of July, and adjourned on the 27th of the same
month, after adopting a Constitution by a vote
of thiity-four to thirteen, all the Democrats
present voting against it and refusing to sign

it. They had strenuously contended, in the

Convention, for the annexation to Kansas of
that part of Nebraska south of the Platte ; for

retiiiuiiig as a part of the new State the western

gold region about Pike's Peak, which was
beginning to attract great numbers of immi-
grants; for the exclusion from the State of

free negroes, and for the prohibition of bank
issues, but had been defeated as to all these

points.

By the Constitution, as adopted, the bounda-
ries of the new State were declared to be the

State of Missouri on the east, the CTih parallel

of north latitude on the south, the 41st parallel

of north latitude on the north, and the liSd

meridian of longitude west from Washington
on the west. The western boundary cuts off

the Pike's Peak region and the desert which
bounds it on tlie east, and limits the new State

to the habitable eastern portion of the Terri-

tory, embracing an area of some sixty thousand
square miles. The Executive is to consist of a

Governor, Secretary of State, Auditor, Attor-

ney-General, and Superintendent of Public

Scliools, to be chosen by the people, and to

serve for two years. The House of Represen-

tatives is to consist of seventy-five members, to

serve one year, and the Senate of twenty-five

Senators, to serve two years, the numbers to be
regulated by law, but never to exceed one
hundred Representatives, and thirty-three Sena-

tors. The pay is to be three dollars a day and
fifteen cents per mile travel. All bills must
originate with the House, and no act can in-

clude more than one subject. The Supreme
Court is to consist of three Judges, to be
chosen by the people, to hold office for six

years, one to go out every two years. There
are to be five District Judges, to be chosen by
the people of their respective districts, and to

serve for four years. Each county is to choose

a Judge of Probate, to serve for two years,

and each township is to choose Justices of the

Peace, to serve also for two years. Elections

are to be by ballot. Every white male adult

who is a citizen of the United States, or who has

declared his intention to become one, having

been a resident in the State for six months, and
in the precinct for thirty days, is entitled to vote.

The State is prohibited from becoming a

party in carrying on any work of internal im-

provement, nor can any debt, to exceed a mil-

lion of dollars, be contracted, unless the ques-

tion be previously submitted to, and the debt

authorized bv, a popular vote ; and in all cases

a special tax must be levied sufficient to pay the

interest and provide a sinking fund adequate

to meet the principal when it becomes due. All

corporations, banks included, must be estab-

lished under general laws only, and the corpo-

rators made liable to twice the amount of their

stock. The sale of lottery tickets is prohibited.

The schedule annexed to the Constitution

claimed of Congress $500,000, or in lieu there-

of oOO,UOO acres of land, to meet the claitns

audited to nearly that amount for losses in<

curred by citizens of Kansas during the hue

troubles. The Commissioners had declined to

entertain the claim of the New-England Emi-

grant Aid Society, to the amount of §25,UuO,

for the destruction of their hotel at Lawrence,

on the ground that they had no authoiily to

act on any claims except those presented by

citizens of Kansas, and the Convention de-
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dined to go beyond the report of the Com:nis-

sioners.

A grant is asked from Congress of 4,550,n(Hj

acres of land for internal improvements, also

the swamp lands of the State to be appropriated

as a school fund.

Prefixed to the Constitution is a Rill of

Rights, which includes a prohibition of Shivery.

This Bill of Bights also provides that no person

shall be incompetent to testify on account of

his religious belief.

By a provision of the schedule, this Constitu-

tion was submitted to a popular vote on the

first Tuesday in October, which resulted in its

ratification by the people by a majority of some

four thousand. The Territorial election in

November attracted but little interest from the

general expectation of the admission of the

State under the new Constitution. The Repub-

licans, however, succeeded iu electing their

delegate to Congress and a majority of the

Legislature.

The first State Election under this Constitu-

tion was held December 6, 1859, and resulted

in the election of Charles Robinson (Rep.) as

Governor by 2513 majority. Martin F. Con-

way (Rep.) for Congress by 2107 majority, and

the entire Republican ticket for State officers

by majorities ranging from 2000 to 2,500, also

a Legislature which was Republican in both

branches by very decided majorities.

Feb. 15—Mr. Grow introduced in the House,

a bill to Lidmit Kansas under the Wyandot Cun-

stiUition. Referred to Committee on Territo-

ries, wliich (March 29th) reported (majority)

through .Mr. Grow in favor of admission.

April 11.—Mr. Grow demanded the Previous

Question on the passage of the Bill, which

was seconded, and the main question ordered.

Mr. Barksdale, demanded the Yeas and Nays
—ordered.

The question was then taken, and decided in

the affirmative : Yeas, 134 ; Nays, 73, as follows :

Yeas—Messrs. Chas. F. Adams, A d r a i n , Aldi-ich,

Allen, Alley, Ashley, Babbitt, Barr, Barrett, Beale,

Bingham, Blair (Pa.), Blake, Brayton, Buiggs, Buffintoii,

Bwrch, Burlingame, Burnhara, Butterlield, Campbell,

Carey, Carter, Case, Horace F. Clark, Clark B. Coch-

rane, John Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, Cooper, Corwin,

Covode, Cox, Curtis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edger-

ton, Edwards, Elliot, Ely, Etheribge, Farnsworth, Fenton,

Ferry, i^to;'e»C6. Foster, FoKi'e, Frank, French, Gooch,
trrow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Ha skin, Helmick, Hick-
man, Hoard, Ilolman, Howard (Ohio), Humphry, Hutch-

ins, Irvine, .Tunkln, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg,

Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, Larrabee, De Witt C. Leach,

hee^Loffan, Longnecker, Loomia, Lovejoy, Marston, Chats.

D. Slartin, McClernand, McKean, McKnight, McPher-
son, Wm. Montgomery, Moorehead, Morrill, Edward Joy
Morris, InaacN. Morris, '^\m%<i, Niblacic, Nixon, Olin,

Palmer, Pendleton, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Pottle,

Rice, It i g g s, Christopher Robinson, Jaine« C. Robin-
Kon, Royce, Schwartz, Scranton, Sedgwick, Spauld-

ing, ppiiiner, Stanton, Stevens, Wm, Stewart, Stuut, Hval-

ton, Tappan, Tliayer, Theaker, Tompkins, Train, Triiulile,

Vallandirjham, Vandever, Verree, Waldrou, Walton,

C. Q. Washburn, E. B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, WiiU-

8TKK, Wells, Wilson, Wiiidom, Wood, Woodruff.

Republicans, in Roman, lf'3

Democrats (from Free States.), in Italics, . . 2'2

Anti-Lecompton Democrats, Ron, an spaced, . . ti

Americans, in s.viall caps, 3

Total, 134

Nays—Messru. Grken Apams, Tho». L. Andemnn, Wm.
C A-diKRSO.v. Aiihmore,A'cery Barksdale. Bocock, Bon-
tuim, HoTELKR, Boyce, Bkadson Branch, Bitisxow, Bur-
nett, John B. dark. Clapton, Cobb, Jamfi* Craiq^
Bii Uin Crai'je, Craxcford, Curry. iMvidion, Hlnry W'

Davis, Edmundson. Engll-^h (Indiana), Garneit, Gar-
trail, GIL.MKR, Hamilton, Hardeman, John T. Ilarrix,
Hawkins, Hill. IJiiidman, Houston, Hughes Jack-
son. Jenkins, Jones, Keitt, Lamar, James M. Leach,
Leake. Love, Mallory, Maynard, McQueen. Mcltae,
Miles, Millsan, Laban T. Moore, Sydenliam Moore, Nel-
son, Xuell, I'ugh. Quarles, Reagan Riiffiyi, Scott (Cal.),

Sickles (N. Y.), Siiyims, Singleton. Wm. Smith.'W. N. 11.

Smith, Stallicorth, Stevenson, Stokes, Thomas, Vasce,
Whitely, Winfihnc, Woodson.
Democrats, ia Italics, (3 from Free States), . . 55
Americans, in small caps (all from Slave States), 18

Total 73

Paired—D avis (Indiana), with Phelps.
Sherman with Harris, of Md.
Wade with Peyton.
Somes with McClay (N.Y.)
Van Wyck with Underwood.
Burroughs with Dejarnette.

Absent Unpaired—Dams (Mis.), Landrmn, 3fariin,
(Va.), Kunkel.

Seriate, Feb. 21st.—Mr. Seward introduced a

bill for the admission of Kansas umler the

Wyandotte Constitution.

On the 5th June, this bill being under con-

sideration,

Mr Wigfall, of Tex., explained his views. He de-
clared he would not vote for the admission of this so-

called State, under any circumstances. He objected to

their moral character, and was not willing Texas should
associate with such a State.

Mr. Greene's amendment, to change the boundary
(taking in Pike's Peak), was discussed by Mr. AV'ade,

who said the effect of the amendment would be to defeat
the bill.

Mr. Hunter moved to postpone the subject, and take
up the .\riny bill.

Mr. Trumbull opposed the motion. He should keep
the Kansas bill before the Senate till it was finally d s-

poscd of. It was more important than the appropri-
ation bills, which appeared to be kept back in order to

interrupt other important business.

Mr. Seward hoped the friends of Kansas would let a
vote be taken, so that the responsibility might lie where
it belonged.
The vote was taken by yeas and nays, and resulted.

Yeas, .32 ; Nays, 27. It was a strict party vote, except
that Messrs Pugh (Dem., Ohio) and Latham (Dem.,
Cal.) voted with the Republicans not to postjjone. Mr.
Kennedy (S. Am., Md.) voted witli the Democrats.
Messrs. Crittenden (S. Am., Ky.), Douglas, Clay, (Dem.
Ala ), and Nicholson (Dem., Tenn ) were absent. Messrs.

Douglas and Clay wei'e paired.

So the motion to postpone, and take up the Army
bill prevailed.

Mr. Trumbull called attention to the fact that the

Senator from Pennsylvania (Bigler) desired to postpone
the Kansas bill because the Senate was not full. 1'he

vote showed that sixty votes had been cast, with two
paired off, showing the fullest vote of the session.

He said the effect of the vote just taken was equiv.a-

lent to the defeat of the Kansas bill, and the Senator
from Pennsylvania must have known the effect of his vote.

Mr. Wigfall desired to call attention to the fact that

the House had once defeated the Army bill, because it

did not want the army used against the Black Itepubli-

can thieves and murderers in Kansas.

June 1.—Mr. Wade, of Oliio, moved to take

up the Kansas hill, which was lost—as I'ollows :

Yeas—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, B'ngbaiii. Cameron,
Chandler, Clark, Collaiiier. Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee,
Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, llanlin, Harlan,
King, Pugh, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck. Trum-
bull, Wade, Wilkinson, Wilson, llepublican.s, lb ; Demo-
crats, (Bigler and Pugh) 2—27.

Nays— Messis. Bayard, Benjamin. Bragg, Bright,

Brown, Chesnut, Clingman. Davis, Fitch, Fitzpatrick,

Greene, Gwin, Hammond, Heuiphill, ilunler, Iverson,

Johnson, (Tenn.) Lane, Latham, Mallory, Mason, Nichol-

son, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Rice, Seba'^tian, Slidell, Thom-
son, Toombs, Wigfall, Yulee.—32. [.Vll Democrats.]

Mr. Douglas was paired with Mr. Clay
;

Crittenden (.\in.j, with Johnson, of Arlc, Ken-
ncdv and Saiilslmry al)seiit.

So both Hotiscs adjourned and left Kansaa
still in the condition of a Territorv.



THE NEBRASKA DOCTEIKl^

THE DRED SCOTT DECISIOiN REVIEWED.

SPEECH OF THE HON. ABR.VILVM LINCOLN,
At Springfield, 111., June It, 1858.

[Th<> followini; ppepch was delivered at PprinpfioUl, 111., at

the close of ihe lii-piililkan Stale Convention hi'M at that

time and place, and hy which lonventlon Mr. Liucolo had
been named as lluir candidate for U. S. Senator.]

Mr. Presidkxt, and Gfntlemfm of the Convention:
If we could first know where we are, and whither we
are tending, we could better judge what to do, and how
to do it. We are now far into the fifth year, since a
policy was initiated witL the avowed object, and confi-

dent promise, of ptitting an end to Slavery agitation.

Under the operation of that policy, that agitation has
not only not ceased, but has constantly augmented. In
my opinion, it will not cease, until a crisis shall have
been reached and passed. " A house divided against
itself cannot stand." I believe this government cannot
endure permanently half slave and half free. I do not
expect the I'nion to be dissolved—I do not expect the
Jiouse to fall— but I do expect it will cease to be divided.

It will become all one thing, or all the other. Either the

opponents of slavery will arrest the further spread of it,

and place it where the public mind shall rest in the be-

lief that it is in lU« course of ultimate extinction ; or its

advocates will push it forward, till it shall become alike

lawful in all the States, old as well as new—North as

well as South.
Have we no tendency to the latter condition?
Let any one who doubts, carefully contemplate that

now almost complete legal combination—piece of ma-
chinery, so to speak— compounded of tlie Nebraska
doctrine, and the Dred Scott Decision. Let him con-
sider not only what work the machinery is adapted to

do, and how well adapted; but also, let him study the
history of its construction, and trace, if he can, or rather
fail, if he can, to traqe the evidence of design, and con-
cert of action, among its chief architects, from the be-
ginning.
The new year of 1S54 found Slavery excluded fom

more than half the States by State Constitutions, and
from most of the national territory by Congressional
prohibition. Four days later, commenced the struggle

|

which ended in repealing that Congressional prohibition.
I

This opened all the national territory to Slavery, and i

was the first point gained.
But, so far. Congress only had acted : and an indorse-

ment by the people, real or apparent, was indispen-
sable, to save the point already gained, and give chance

I

for more.
This necessity had not been overlooked; but had

been provided for, as well as might be, in the notable
argument of "squatter sovereignty,' otherwise called
'• sacred right of self-government," which latter phrase,

I

though expressive of the only lightful basis of any gov-
[

ernraent, was so perverted in this attempted use of it as
,

to amount to just this : That if any one man choose to
enslave another, no third man shall be allowed to
object. That argument was incorporated into the Ne-
braska bill itself, in the language which follows : "It
l)eing the true intent and meaning of this act not to

legislate Slavery into any Territory or State, nor to ex-
clude it therefrom ; but to leave the people thereof per-'
fectly free to form aud regulate their domestic institu- <

tions in their own way, subject only to the Constitution
!

of the United States." Then opened the roar of loose
declamation in favor of "Squatter Sovereignty," anri '.

"sacred right of self-government." "But," said oppo-

,

sition membe s, " let u.-; amend the bill so as to expre-^sly

declare that the people of the Territory may exclude
,

Slavery." " Not we," said the friends of the measure

;

and down they voted the amendment.
While the Nebraska bill was jtassing through Congress,

a htw cane involving the question of a negro's freedom,
by reason of his owner having voluntaiily taken him
first into a Free State and then into a Territory covered
by the Congressional prohibition, and lield him as
a slave for a long time in each, was passing through
the United States Circuit Court for the District of Mis-
souri ; and both Nebraska bill and law suit were brought
to a decision in the same nioiilli of Jlay, 1^54. The
negro's name was " Dred Scott," which naiiie now desig-
nates the decision finally made in (he case. Before the
then next Presidential Flection, the law case came to,
and was argued in, the Suiireme Court of the United
States ; but the decision of it was deferred until after
the election. Still, before the election, Senator Trum-
bull, on the floor of the Senate, requested the leading
advocate of the Nebraska bill to state ///« opiiihm
whether the people of a Territory can constitutionally
exclude Slavery fjom their limits; and the latter an-
swers : "That is a question for the Supreme Court."
The election catne. Sir. Buchanan was elected, and the

indorsement, such as it was, secured That was the second
point gained. The indorsement, however, fell short of
a clear popular majority by nearly four hundred thou-
sand votes, aud so, perhaps, was not overwhelmingly
reliable and satisfactory. The outgoing I'resident, in
his last annual message, as impressively as possible,
echoed back upon the peoide the weight "and authority
of the indorsement. The Supreme Court met again

;

did not announce their decision, but ordered a re-argu-
ment. The Presidential inauguration came, and still no
decision of the court ; but the incoming President in his
inaugural address, fervently exhorted the people to
abide by the forthcoming decision, whatever it might
be. Then in a few days, came the decision.

The reputed author of the Nebraska bill finds sin

early occasion to make as poech at this capital, indors-
iu'.; the Dred Scott decision, and vehemently denounc-
ing all opposition to it. The new I'resident, too, seizes
the early occasion of the Silliman letter to indorse and
strongly construe that decision, and to express his a3-
tonishment that any different view had ever been enter-
tained !

.\t length a squabble springs up between the President
and the author of the Nebraska bill, on the mere ques-
tion of/art, whether the Lecompton Constitution was or
was not, in any just sense, made by the people of Kan-
sas; and in that quarrel the latter declares that all he
wants is a fair vote for the i)eoi)le, and that he cares not
wliether Slavery be voted ilatrn or voted up. I do not
understand his declaration that he cares not whether
Slavery be voted down or voted up, to be intended by
him other than as an apt definition of the polic>' he
would impress upon the public mind— the principle for
which he declares he has suffered so much, and is ready
to suffer to the end. And well may he cling to that
principle. If he has any parental feeling, well may he
cling to it. That principle is the oidy sPired left of his

original Nebraska doctrine. Under tlie Dred Scott
decision "squatter sovereignty" squatted out of ex-
istence, tumbled down like temporary scatlblding—like

the mold at the foundry served through one blast and
fell back into loose sand—helped to carry an election,

anil then was kicked to the winds, llis late joint strug-

f,\e with the Kepublicaus, against the Lecompton Con-
127
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stitution, involves nothing of the original Nebraska doc-
triue. That struggle was made on a point— tlie riglil of
a people to make their own constitution—upon which he
und the Republicans have never iliU'ered.

The several points of the DreJ Scott decision, in con-

nection witli Senator Douglas's " care not" policy, consti-

tute the piece of machinery, in its present state of ailvance-

Hient. This was the tliird point gained. The working
points of tliat machinery are :

Firxt, That no negro slave, imported as sucli from Af-

rica, anil no descendant of such slave, can ever be a citi-

zen of any State, in the sense of that term as used in the

Constitution of the United States. This point is made in

order to deprive the negro, in every possible event, of the

benefit of that provii>ion of the United States Constitution,

which declares that " The citizens of each State shall be
entitled to all privileges and immunities of citizens in the

several States."
Secondli/, That " subject to the Constitution of the Uni-

ted States," neither Congress nor a Territorial Legislature

can exclude Slavery from any United States Territory.

This point is made in order that individual men may fill up
the Territories with slaves, without danger of losing them
as property, and tlms to enhance the chances of perma-
nency to the institution through all the future.

T/iinUi/, Tliat whether the holding a negro in actual

slavery in a Free State, makes him free, as against the

holder, the United States courts will not decide, but will

leave to be decided by the courts of any Slave State the

negro may be forced into by the master. This point is

made, not to be pressed immediately ; but, if acquiesced

in for awhile, and apparently indorsed by the people at an
election, then to sustain the logical conclusion that what
Dred Scott's master might lawfully do with Ured Scott, in

the free State of Illinois, every other master may lawfully

do with any other one, or one thousand slaves, in Illinois,

or in any other Free State.

Auxiliary to all this, and working hand in hand with it,

the Nebraska doctrine, or what is left of it, is to educate
and mold public opinion, at least Northern public opinion,

not to care whether Slavery is voted down or voted up.

Tills shows exactly where we now are ; and partially, also,

wliither we are tending.

It will throw additional light on the latter, to go back,

and run the mind over the string of liistorical facts already

stated. Several things will now appear less dark and mys-
terious tlian they did when they were transpiring. The
I^eople were to be left " perfectly free," subject only to the

Constitution, What the Constitution liad to do with it,

outsiders could not then see. Plainly enough now, it was
an exactly fitted niche, for the Dred Scott decision to after-

ward come in, and declare the perfect freedom of the peo-

ple to be just no freedom at all. 'Why was the amend-
ment, e.xpressly declaring the right of the people, voted

down? J'lainly enough now: the adoption of it would
have spoiled the niche for the Dred Scott decision. Why
was the court decision held up ? Why even a Senator's in-

dividual opinion witliheld, till after the Presidential elec-

tion ? Plamly enough now ; the speaking out then would
have damaged the ])erfectly free argument upon which the

election was to be carried. \\ hy the outgoing I'resident's

feli^itation on the iudorsment? Why the delay of a re-

argument ? Why the incoming President's advance exhor-

tation in favor of the decision ? These things look like the

cautious )iatting and petting of a spirited horse prepara-

tory to mounting him, when it is dreaded that he may give

the rider a fall. And why the hasty after-indorsement of

the decisiim by the President and others?

We cannoc absolutely know that all these exact adapta-

tions are the result of preconcert. But when we see a lot

of framed timbers, dillerent portions of which we know
have been gotten out at diU'ereiit times and places, and by
ditferent workmen—Stephen, Franklin, Roger and James,

for instance—and when we see these timljers joined to-

gether, and see they exactly make the fi-ame of a house or

a mill, all the tenons and mortices exactly fitting, and all

the lengths and proportions of the ditferent pieces exactly

adapted to their respective places, and not a piece too

many or too few—not omitting even scaffolding—or, if a

single piece be lacking, we see the place in the frame ex-

actly fitted and prepared yet to bring such piece in—in

such a case, we lind it impossible not to believe that Ste-

phen and Franklin and Roger and James all understood

one another from the beginning, and all worked ui)on a

common plan or draft drawn up before the first blow w:is

struck.

It should not be overlooked that, by the Nebraska bill,

the people of a iSUite its well as a Territory, were to l)e

left "perfectly free," " subject only to the Constitution."

Why mention ii. State ? They were "legislating for Territo-

ries, and not for or about States. Certainly the people of

a Slate are and ought to be subject to tlie Constitution of

the United St^itcs; but why is mention of tiiis lugged into

this merely Territorial law? Why are the people of a
Territory and the people of a State therein lumped to-

gether, and their relation to the Constitution therein
treated as being precisely the same ? While the opinion
of the court, by Chief Justice Taney, in the ]>red Scott
case, and the separate opinions of all the concurring
Judges, expressly declare that the Constitution of the
United States neither jiermits Congress nor a Territorial
Legislature to exclude Slavery from any United States Ter-
ritory, they all omit to declare whether or not the san.e
Constitution permits a State, or the people of a State, to

exclude it. I'oMibly, this is a mere omission ; but who
can be quite sure, if McLean or Curtis had sought to get
into the opinion a declaration of unlimited power in the
people of a State to exclude Slavery from their limits, just
as Chase and Mace sought to get such declaration, in be-
half of the people of a territory, into the Nebraska bill—

I

ask, who can be quite sure that it would not have been voted
down in the one case as it had been in the other? The
nearest approach to the point of declaring the power of a
State over Slavery, is made by Judge Nelson He ap-
proaches it more than once, using the precise idea, and
almost the language, too, of the Nebraska act. On one
occasion, his exact language is, " except in cases where
the power is restrained by the Constitution of the United
States, the law of the State is supreme over the subject of

Slavery within its jurisdiction." In what cases the power
of the States is so restrained by the United States Consti-
tution, is left an open question, precisely as the samtt
question, as to the restraint on the power of the Territo-

ries, was left open in the Nebraska act. Put this and that
together, and we have another nice little niche, which we
may, ere long, see filled with anotlier Supreme Court de-
cision, declaring that the Constitution of the United States
does not permit a State to exclude Slavery from its limits.

And this may especially be expected if the doctrine of
" care not whether Slavery be voted down or voted up,"
sliall gain upon the public mind sufticiently to give pro-
mise that such a decision can be maintained when made.
Such a decision is all that Slavery now lucks of being

alike lawful in all the States. AVelcome, or unwelcome,
such decision is probably coming, and will soon be upon
us, unless the power of the present political dynasty shall

be met and overthrown. We shall lie down pleasantly
dreaming that the people of Missouri are on the verge of
making their State free, and we shall awake to the reality

instead, that the Supreme Court has made Illinois a Slave
State. To meet and overthrow the power of that dynasty,
is the work now before all those who would prevent that
consummation. This is what we have to do. How can
we best do it ?

There are those who denounce us openly to their own
friends, a ^d yet whisper us softly, that Senator Douglas is

the aptest instrument there is with which to effect that ob-
ject. They wish us toinfer all, from the fact that he now
lias a little quarrel with the present head of the dynasty

;

and that he has regularly voted with us on a single point,

upon which he and we have never diffejed. They remind
us that he is a great man, and that the largest of us are
very small ones. Let this be granted. But " a living dog
is better than a dead lion." Judge Douglas, if not ?i dead
lion, for this work, is at least a caged and toothless one.
How can he oppose the ath'ances of Slavery ? He don't
care anything about it. His avowed mission is impressing
the " public heart" to care nothing about it. A leading
Douglas Democratic newspaper thinks Douglas's superior
talent will be needed to resist the revival of the African
slave-trade. Does Douglas believe an effort to revive that
trade is approaching ? He has not said so. Does he really

think so ? But if it is, how can he resist it ? For years he
has labored to prove it a sacred right of white men to take
negro slaves into the new Territories. Can he possibly

show that it is less a sacred right to buy them where they
can be bought cheapest? And unquestionably they can
be bought cheaper in Africa than in Virginia. He has
done all in his power to reduce the whole question of Sla-

very to one of a mere right of property ; and as such, how
can he oppose the foreign slave-trade—how can he refuse

that trade in that " property" shall be " jierfectly free "

—

unless he does it as a protection to the home production ?

And as the home producera will probably not ask the pro-
tection, he will be wholly without a ground of opposition.

Senator Douglas holds, we know, that a man may right-

fully be wiser to-day than he was yesterday—thai he may
rightfully change wlien he fimls himself wrong. But can
we, for that reason, run ahead, and infer ihat he will

make any particular change, of whicu he, himself, has
given no iiitirnaiion ? Can we safely base our aciion upon
any sucli vague inference? Now, as ever, I wish not to

niisrepr-seiit Judge Douglas's position, question hi*

iiioiives, or do auglit that can be personally offensive to

principle <o th

er, It ever, lie iinil we can come togeilKr uiu
at our CMUse may have assi^tance from hi*
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pre;it ability, I hope to have interpo.'ed no adventitious

obstacle. But clearly, lie is not imw with us— lie does not
preiind to be—he does not promise ever to he.

Our cause, then, must be intrusted to, and conducted
by, it-s own undoubted friends—those wluise lianda are
irt-e, who?e hearts ure in the work—who do care for the

rc-ult. Two years ago tlie Republicans of the nation
li. littered over thirteen hundred thousand strong. We
'111 I this under the single impulse o' resistance to a common
d;'.i ger, with every external circuuistat.ce against us. Of

strange, discordant, and even hostile elerhents, we
gathered from the four winds, and formed and fought tlie

battle through, under the constant hot tire of a disciplined,
proud and pampered enemy. Did we brave all them to
falter now?—now, when that same enemy is wavering,
dissevered and belligerent? The result is not doubtful.
We shall not fail—if we stand firm, we nhall not /ail.
Wise counsels may accelerate, or mistakes dciay it, but,
sooner or later, tlie viclorv is sure to come.

SLAVERY DISCUSSED BY LINCOLN AND DOUGLAS.

QUESTIONS AND ANSWEES.

ME. LINCOLN'S SPEECH.
At the second Joint Debate, between Mr.

Douglas and Mr. Lincoln, at Freeport, Illinois,

August 27th, 1S5S, Mr. Lincoln spoke as fol-

lows :

Ladies and Gfktlfmkn: On Saturday last, Judge
Douglas and myself first met in public discussion. He
spoke one hour, 1 an hour and a hail", and he replied for

half and hour. The order is now reversed. I am to

speak an hour, he an hour and a half, and then I am to

reply for half an hour. I propose to devote myself during
tlie first hour to the scope of what was brought within the
range of his half-hour speech at Ottawa. Of course there
Was brought within the scope in thai half-hour's speech
oomeihing of his own opening speech. In the course of
iliat opening argument, Judge DouijIhs proposed to me
seven distinct interrogatories. In my speech of an hour
and a half, 1 attended to some other parts of his speech,
and incidentally, as I thought, answered one of the in-

terrogatories then. I then distinctly intimated to him
that I would answer tlie rest of his interrogatories on
condition only that he should agree to answer as many
for me. He made no intimation at the time of the propo-
sition, nor did he in his reply allude at all to that sugges-
tion of mine. I do him no injustice in saying that he
occupied at least half of his reply in dealing with me as
though 1 had refused to answer his interrogatories. I

now propose that I will answer any of the interrogatories,
upon condition that he will answer questions from me not
exceeding the same number. I give him an opportunity
to respond. The Judge remains ^ile^l. 1 now say that I

will answer his interrogatories, whether he answers mine
or not ; and that after I have done so, I shall propound
mine to him.

I have supposed myself, since the organization of the
Republican party at bloomington, in May, lb56, bound as
\ party man liythe platformsof the parly, then and since.
If in any interrogatories which I shall auswei go beyond
the scope of what is within these platforms, it will be per-
ceived that no one is responsible bui myself.
Having said thus much, I will take up the Judge's in-

terrogatories as I find tliera printed in the Chicago TimM,
and answer them seriatim. In order that there may be
no mistake about it, 1 have copied the interrogatories in
writing, and also my answers to them. The first of these
interrogatories is in these words :

QueDtion I. " I desire to know whether Lincoln to-iay
elands, as he did in lfe»4, in favor o: die uaconditional repeal of
the Fugiiive Slave law?"

Atiaiccr. I do not now, nor ever did, stand in favor of the
uncondiiional repeal of the Kugiiive Slave law.

Q. 2. ' I desire him to answer whether he *ands pledged
to-day, as be did in 1864, against the admission of any more
t'lavu Slates into the Union, even if the people want them?"
A. I do not now, or over did, stand pledged against the ad-

mission of any more Slave St<ates into the Union.
Q. i. "I want to know whether he stands pledged against

the .admission of a new State into the Union with smh a Con-
stltuilou as the people of that Slate may see fit to make V
A. I do not stand pledgeii against the admission of anew

Slate into ihe Union, wiUi smh a Constitution a.s ibe people of
that Suite may see fit Ki make.

y. 4. " I WBii' to know whether he stands today pledged
lo llie ahoiliio.i of ^^la. ..ry lu the District of Columbia"?"

9

A. I do not stand to-day pledged to the aboUtion of Slaver}'
In the Ui.slrict of t_:oliimlna.

Q. 5. " I desire him to answer whether he stands pledged
to the prohibition of the slave-trade between the dillereot
States?"
A. I do not stand pledged to the proliibltlon of the slave-

trade between the dillVrent Slates.

y. 6. " I desire lo know whellier he .stands pledged to jiro-

hiljil Slavery m all the Territories of the United .Suites, Korlh
as well as South of the Missouri Compromise line?"
A. I am impliedly. If not expres-sly, pledged to a beli.f ii'

the rjytit and dull/ of Congress to prohibit Slavery in all ih •

United Slates Territories.

Q. 7- " I desire him to answer whether he is opposed It

Ihf acfiulsliion of any new territory unless Slavery is tirst pro
hibited therein?"
A. I am not generally opposed lo honest .arquisition of ter

ritory ; and, in any given rase, I would or would nol opiiosi'

such acquisition, accordingly a,s I might tldnk siii'h acquisiiioi)

would or would not aggravate the Slavery question amoug
ourselves.

Now, my friends, it will be perceived upon an examina-
tion of these questions and answers, that so far I have
only answered that I was not pledged to this, that or the

other. Tlie Judge h;i3 not framed his interrogatories to

ask me anything more than this, and I have answered in

strict accordance with the interrogatories, and have
answered truly that 1 am not jihd/jed at all upon any
of the iioints to which I have answered. But I am not
disposed to hang upon the exact form of his interrogatory.
I am rather disposed to take u)) at least some of these

questions, and state what I really think upon them.
As to the first one, in regard to the Fugiiive Slave Law,

I have never hesitated to say, and I do not now hesitate

to say, that I think, under the Constitution of the United
States, the people of the Southern States are entitled to a
Congressional Fugitive Slave Law. li;iving said that, I

have had nothing to say in regard to the e.visting Fugitive
Slave Law, further than that 1 think it should have been
framed so as to be free from some of the objections that
pertain lo it, without lessening its efficiency. And inas-

much as we are not now in an agitation in regard to an
alteration or modification of that law, I would not be the

man to iniroduce it as a new sul ject of agitation upon
the general question of Slavery.
In regard to the other question, of whether I am

pledged to the admission of any more Slave States into

the Union, I state to you very frankly that I would be
exceedingly sorry ever to be put in a position of having
to pass upon that question. I should be exceedingly glad
to know that there would never be another Slave State

admitted inio the Union ; but I must add, that if Slavery
shall be kept out of ihe Territories during the territorial

existence of any one given Territory, and then the
people shall, having a fair opportunity and a clear field,

when they come to adopt the Constitution, do such an
extraordinary thing as adopt a Slave Constitution, unin-
fluenced by the actual presence of the institution among
them, I see no alternative, if we own the country, but
to admit them into the Union.
The third interrogatory is answered by the answer to the

second, it being, as I conceive, the same as the second.
The fourth one is in regard to the abolition of Slavery

In the District of Columbia. In relation to that, I liavi-

my mind vety distinctly made up. I should be exceed-
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ii]<Cly glad to see Slavery aboli.slieJ in the District of

Columbia. 1 believe that Congress possesses the consii-

tutlonal power to abolish it. Yet, as a member of Coii-

giess, 1 should not, Willi my present views, be in fav.'r of

muleavoring to abolish Slavery in the district of Co-
luinuia, unless it would be upon these conditions: J'^irnt,

that the abolition siiould be gradual. Second, that it

should be on a vote of the nmjority of quahtied voters in

the District ; and Third, that compensation should be
made to unwilling owners. Wiih these three conditions, I

confess 1 would be exceedingly glad to see Congress
abolish Slavery in the District of Columbia, and, in the

language of Henry Clay, •' sweep from our Capital that
foul blot upon our nation."

In regard to the fiftli interrogatory, I must say here,

tiiat as to the question of the abolition of the slave-Uade
between the different States, 1 can truly answer, as I

have, that I am pledged to nothing aljout it. It is a
oulijeot to which 1 have not given that mature considera-
tion that would make me feel authorized to state a posi-

tion so as to hold uiyself entirely bound by it. In other
words, that question lias never been prominently enough
before me to induce me to investigate whether we really

have the constitutional power to do it. I could investigate

it if I had sufficient time, to bring myself to a conclusion
upon thai subject ; but 1 have not done so, and I say so

franlily to you here, and to Judge Douglas. I must say,

however, ti.at if X should be of opinion that Congress
does possess the constitutional power to abolish the
slave-trade among the different States, 1 should still not
be in favor of the exercise of that power unless upon
some conservative principle as I conceive it, akin to what
1 have said in relation to the abolition of Slavery in the
District of Coluiul)la.

My answer as to whether 1 desire that Slavery shouH
be proiiibited in all the Territories of the United States,

is full and explicit witliin itself, and cannot be made
clearer by any comments of mine. So 1 suppose in

regard to the question whether I am opposed to the acqui-
sition of any more territory unless Slavery is first pro-

hibited therein, my answer is such that I could add no-
thing by way of illustration, or making myself better under-
stood, than the answer which I have placed in writing.

Now in all tliis, the Judge has me, and he has me on
the record. I suppose he had flattered himself that I was
really entertaining one set of opinions for one place and
iiuollier Set lor another place—that I was afraid to say
at one I'laoe what I uttered at another. What I am say-

ing tiere I suppose I say to a vast audience as strongly

lending to Abolitionism as any audience in the State of

Illinois, and I believe I am saying that which, if it would
be offensive to any persons and render thein enemies to

myself, would be offensive to persons in this audience.

1 now proceed to propound to the Judge the interroga-

tories, so far as I have framed them. 1 will bring for-

ward a new installment when I get them ready. I will

bring them forward now, only reaching to number four.

I'lie first one is

:

Question 1. If the people of Kansas shall, by means en-
tirely uoobjecUonable in all oiher respects, adopt a htale Con-
siitudou, and ask admission into the Union under it, be/ore

tliey have the requisite number of inhabilanis according to the

Euylish biU—some uiuety-lhree thousand—will you vote to

admit them?
Q. 2. Can the people of a United States Territory, in any

lawful way, against the wish of any citizen of the United
States, exclude Slavery from its hmits prior to the formation
of a State Consiiiutiou f

Q. 3. If the Supreme Court of the United States shall decide
that States cannot exclude Slavery from their liuuis, are you
in favor of acquiescing in, adopting and following such de-

cision as a rule of political action 1

y. i. Are you in favor of acquiring additional territory, in

disregard of iiow such acquisition may allect the nation on ihe

Slavery queslion 't

As introductory to these interrogatories which Judge
Douglas propounded to me at Ottawa, he read a set of re-

solutions which he said Judge Trumbull and myself had
participated in adopting, in the first Republican State

Convention, held at Springfield, in October, 1854. He
insisted that I and Judge Trumbull, and perhaps the

entire Republican party, were responsible for the doc-

trines contained in ll;e set of resolutions which he read,

and I understand that it was from that set of resolutions

tiial he deduced the interrogatories which he propounded
to me, using these resolutions as a sort of authoriiy for

propounding those questions to me. Now I say here to-

day that 1 do not answer his interrogatories because of

ilieir springing at all from that set of resolutions which he
read. I answered them because Judge Douglas thought
fit to ask lliem. I do not now, nor never did, recognize

any responsibility upon myself in that set of resolutions.

Wiieii 1 replied to him on that occasion, I assured him
tiiat I never bad anything to do with them. I re])cat

here to-day, that I never, in any possible form, had ai.y-

tiiiug to do with tlial set of resolutions. It turns out, I

believe, that those resolutions were never passed in any
Convention held in Springfield. It turns out that they
were never passed at any Convention or any public
meeting that I had any part in. I believe it turns out in

addition to all this, that there was not, in the fall of 1S&4,
any Convention holding a session at Springfield calliiii;

itself a Republican State Convention
; yet it is true there

was a Convention, or assemblage of men calling then.-

selves a Convention, at Springfield, that did pass some
resolutions. But so little did I really know of the pro-
ceedings of that Convention, or what set of resolutions
they liad passed, thouph having a general knowle<lge
ttiat there had been such an assemblage of men there,

that when Judge I'ouglas read the resolutions, I really
did not know but they had been the resolutions passed
then and there. I did not question that they were the rt»-

solulions adopted. For I could not bring myself to sup-
pose that Judge Douglas could say what he did upon this

subject without knotoing that it was true. 1 contented
myself, on that occasion, with denying, as I truly could,
all connection with them, not denying or affirming
whether they were passed at Springfield. Now it turns
out that he had got hdd of some resolutions passed at

some Convention or ]H\blic meeting in Kuiie County. I

wish to say here, that I don't conceive that in any fair

and just mind this discovery relieves me at all. I had
just as mucli to do with the Convention in Kane County
as that at Springfield. I am just as niuA responsible for

the resolutions at Kane County as those at Springfield,

the amount of the responsibility being exactly nothing in

eitlurcase: no more than there would be in regard to a
set of resolutions passed in the moon.

I allude to this extraordinary matter in this canvass
for some further purpose than anything yet advanced.
Judge Douglas did not make his statement upon that oc-

casion as matters that he believed to be true, but he
stated them roundly as l/ei?ig true, in such form as to

pledge his veracity for their truth. When the whole
matter turns out as i'l does, and when we consider who
Judge Douglas is—that he' is a distinguished Senator of

the United States—that he has served nearly twelve
years as such—that his character is not at all limited as

an ordinary Senator of the United Slates, but that his

name has become of world-wide renown— it is most ea>-

traordinary that he should so far forget all the sugges-
tions of justice to an adversary, or of prudence to him-
self, as to venture upon the assertion of that which the
slightest investigation would have shown him to be wholly
false. I can only account for liis having done so upon
the supposition that that evil genius which has al:ended
him through his life, giving to him an apparent astonish-

ing prosperity, such as t" lead very many good men to

doubt there being any advantage in virtue over vice—

I

say I can only account for it on the supposition tliatthat

evil genius has at last made up its mind to forsake him.
And I may add that another extraordinary feature

of the Judge's conduct in this canvass—made more extra-

ordinary by this incident.—is, that he is in the habit, in

almost all the speeches lie makes, of charging falsehood

upon his adversaries, myself and others. I now ask
whether he is able to find in anything that Judge Trum-
bull, for instance, has said, or in anything that I have
said, a justification at all compared with what we have, in

this instance, for that sort of vulgarity.

MR. DOUGLAS' BEPLT.
Ladies and Gentlemen : I am glad that at last I have

brought Mr. Lincoln to the conclusion that lie had better

define his position on certain political questions to which I

called his attention at Ottawa. He there showed no dispo-

sition, no inclination, to answer them. I did not present

idle questions for him to answer merely for my gratifica-

tion. I laid the foundation for those interrogatories by
showing that they constituted the platform of the party

whose nominee tie is for the Senate. I did not presums
that I had the right to catechise hin as I saw proper, unle.ss

I showed that his party, or a majority ofit, stood upon the

platform and were in favor of the i)roposition3 upon which

my questions were based. I desired simply to know,
inasmuch as te had been nominated as the first, last, and
only choice of his party, whether he concurred in the

platform which that party had adojited for its govern-

ment. In a few moments 1 will proceed to review the

answers which he has given to these interrogatories ; but

in order to relieve his anxiety I will 5rst respond to these

which he has presented to me. Mark you, he has not pre-

sented interrogatories which have ever received the sanc-

tion of the party with which I am acting, and hence be
has no other foundation for them than his own curiosity.

First, he desires to know if the people of Kansas shall

form a Constitution by means entirely proper and unob-
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/ectioDable and ask admission into the Union as a State,

before they have the requisite population for a member
of Congress, whether I will vote for that admission. Well
DOW, I regret exceedingly that he did not answer that

interrogatory himself before he put it to me, in order
that we might understand, and not be left to infer on
which side he is. Mr. Trumbull, during the last session of

Congress, voted from the beginning to the end against the

udmission of Oregon, although a free State, because she
had not the requisite population for a member of Con-
gress. Mr. Trumbull would not consent, under any cir-

cumstances, to let a State, free or slave, come into the

Union until it had tlie requisite population. As Mr.
Trumbull is in the field, fighting for Mr. Lincoln, I would
like to have Mr. Lincoln answer his own question and tell

me whether he is fighting Trumbull on that i.ssue or not
But I will answer his question. In reference to Kansas,
it is roy opinion, that us she has population enough to

constitute a slave Slate, she has people enough for a Free
State. I will not make Kansas an exceptionable case to

the other States of the Union. I hold it to be a sound
rule of universal application to require a Territory to

contain the requisite population for a member of Con-
gress, before it is admitted as a State into the Union. I

made that proposition in the Senate in IWG, and 1 renew-
ed it during the last session, in a bill providing that no
Territory of the United States should form a Constitution
and apply for admission until it had the requisite popu-
lation. On another occasion I proposed that neitiier

Kansas, or any other Territory, should be admitted until

it had the requisite population. Congress did not ado])t

ajiy of my propositions containing this general rule, but
did make an exception of Kansas. I will stand by that

exception. Either Kansas must come in as a Free State,

with whatever population she may have, or the rule must
be applied to all the other territories alike. I therefore

answer at once, that it having been decided that Kansas
has people enough for a Slave State, I hold that she has
enough for a Free State. I hope Mr. Lincoln is satisfied

with my answer ; and now I would like to get his answer
to las own interrogatory—whether or not he will vote to

admit Kansas before she has the requisite population.
I want to know whether he will vote to admit Oregon
before that Territory has the requisite population. Mr.
Trumbull will not, and the same reason that commits Mr.
Trumbull against the admission of Oregon, commits him
•gainst Kansas, even if she should apply for admission
as a Free State. If there is any sincerity, any truth, in

the argument of Mr. Trumbull in the Senate, against the

admission of Oregon because she had not [»3,4'20 people,

although her population was larger than that of Kansas,
he stands pledged against the admission of both Oregon
and Kansas until they have 93,420 inhabitants. I would
like Mr. Ijncoln to answer this question. I would like

him to take his own medicine. If he differs with Mr.
Trumbull let him answer his argument against the admis-
sion of Oregon, instead of poking questions at me.
The next question propounded to me by Jlr. Lincoln is,

can the people of the Territory in any lawful way, against

the wishes of any citizen of the United States, exclude
Slavery from their limits prior to the formation of a State

constitution? I answer emphatically, as Mr. Lincoln has
heard me answer a hundred times from every stump in

lllinoL=, that in my opinion the people of a Territory can,

by lawful means, exclude Slavery from their limits prior

to the formation of a State constitution. Mr. Lincoln knew
that I had answered that question over and over again.

He heard me argue the Nebraska bill on that principle all

over the State in 1854, in 1855, and in 1856 ; and he has no
excuse for pretending to be in doubt as to my position on
that question. It matters not what way the Supreme
Court may hereafter decide as to the abstract question

whether Slavery may or may not go into a Territory un-

der the Constitution ; the people have the lawful means to

introduce it or exclude it as they please, for the reason
that Slavery cannot exist a day or an hour anywhere,
unless it is supported by local police regulations. Those
police regulations can only be established by the local

legislature ; and if the people are opposed to Slavery they
will elect representatives to that body who will by un-

friendly legislation effectually prevent the introduction of

it into their midst. If, on the contrary, they are for it,

their legislation will favor its exten.--ion. Hence, no mat-
ter what the decision of the Supreme Court may be on
that abstract question, still the right of the people to make
a slave Territory or a free Territory is perfect and com-
plete under the Nebraska bill. I hope Mr. Lincoln deems
my answer satisfactory on that point.

In this connection, I will notice the charge which he has
Introduced in relation to Mr. Chase's amendment. I

thought that I had chased that amendment out of Mr.

Lincoln's brain at Ottawa ; but it seems that still haunts

kis imaginatioD, and he ij nut yet sati&fied. I had sup-

posed that he would be ashamed to press that quiption
further. He is a lawyer, and has been a member of Con-
gress, and has occupied his time ami amused you by tell-

ing you about parliamentary proceeding. He ought to
have known better than to try to palm off his miserable
impositions upon this intelligent audience. The Nebraska
bill provided that the legislative power and authority of
the said Territory should extend to all riglitfid subjects of
legislation, consi.-stiiit with the organic act and the Consti-
tution of the United t^tates. It did not make any exception
as to Slavery, but gave all the j)Ower that it was possible
for Congress to give, without violating the Constitution, to

the Territorial Legislature, with no exception or limitation

on the subject of !»lavery at all. The language of that bill

which I have quoted, gave the full power and the full au-
thority over the subject of Slavery, affirmatively and ne-
gatively, to introduce it or exclude it, so far as the Constitu-
tion of the United States would permit. What more could
Mr. Chase give by his amendment ? Nothing. He offered
his amendment for the identical purpose for which Mr.
Lincoln is using it, to enable demagogues in the country
to trj- and deceive the people.

His amendment was to this effect. It provided that the
Legislature should have the power to exclude Slavery

:

and General Cass suggested, " why not give the jiower to

introduce as well as excluile ?" The answer was, they have
the power already in the bill to do both. Chase was afraid

his amendment would be adopted if he put the alternative

proposition and so make it fair both ways, but would not
yield. He offered it for the purpose of having it rejected.

He offered it, as he has himself avowed over and over
again, simply to make capital out of it for the stump. He
expected that it would be capital for small politlcans in the

country, and that they would make an effort to deceive the

people with it; and he was not mistaken, for Lincoln is

carrying out the jilan admirably. Lincoln knows that the

Nebraska bill, without Chase's amendment, gave all the

power which the Constitution would permit. Could Con-
gress confer any more ? Could Congress go beyond the

Constitution of the country ? AYe gave all a full grant
with no exception in regard to Slavery one way or the

other. We left that question, as we left all others, to be de-

cided by the people for themselves, just as they pleased.

I will not occupy uiy time on this question. I have argued
it before all over Illinois. I have argued it in this beauti-

ful city of Freeport; I have argued it in the North, the

South, the Kast, and the West, avowing the same senti-

ments and the same principles. I have not been afraid to

avow my sentiments up here for fear I would be trotted

down into Egypt.
The third question which Mr. Lincoln presented is, if the

Supreme Court of the United States shall decide that a State

of this Union cannot exclude Slavery from its own limits,

will I submit to it ? I am amazed that Lincoln should ask

such a question. (" A school-boy knows better.") Yes, a

school-boy does know better.) Mr. Lincoln's object is. to

cast an imputation upon the Supreme Court. He knows
that there never was but one man in America, claiming

any degree of intelligence or decency, who ever for a mo-
ment pretended such a thing. It is true that the Wash-
ington Union, in an article published on the ITth of last

December, did put forth that doctrine, and I denounced
the article on the floor of the Senate, in a speech which

Mr. Lincoln now pretends was against the President.

The Union had claimed that Slavery had a right to go in-

to the free States, and that any provision in the Constitu-

tion or laws of the Free States to the contrary were null

and void. I denounced it in the Senate, as I said before,

and I was the first man who did. Lincoln's friends, Trum-
bull, and Seward, and Hale, and Wilson, and the whole

Black Uepublican side of the Senate, were silent. They left

it to me to denounce it. And what was the reply made to

me on that occasion ? Mr. Toombs, of Georgia, got up and

undertook to lecture me on the ground that I ought not to

have deemed the article worthy of notice, and ought not

to have replied toil; that there was not one man, wo-

man, or child south of the Potomac, in any Slave State,

who did not rei>udiate any such pretension. Mr. Lincoln

knows that that reply was made on the spot, and yet now
he asks this question. He might as well ask me. Suppose

Mr. Lincoln should steal a horse, would I sanction it; and

it would be as genteel in me to ask him, in the event he

stole a horse, what ought to be done with him. He casl.---

an imputation upon the Supreme Court of the United

States, by supposing that they would violate the Constitu-

tion of the United States. I'tell him that such a thing is

not possible. It would be an act of moral treason that no

man on on the bench could ever descend to. Mr. Lincoln

himself, would never, in liLs partisan feelings, so far forget

what was right as to be guilty of such an act.

The fourth question of Mr. Lincoln is, are you in favor

of acquiring additional territory, in disregard as to how
such acquisition may aff»ct the Union on the Slavery
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question ? This question is very ingeniously and cun-
ningly put.

Tlie Black Republican creed lays it down expressly,

tliat under no circumstances shall we acquire any more
territory unltss Slavery is first prohibited in the country.

I ask Wr. Lincoln whethrt- le is in favor of that proposi-

tion. Are you (addressing Mr. Lincoln) opposed to the
acquisition of any more territory, under any circum-
stances, unless Slavery is prohibited in it? That he does
not like to answer. When I ask him whether he stands
up to that article in the platform of his party, he turns,

Yjnkee-fashion, and without answering it, asks me
whether 1 am in favor of acquiring territory without re-

ga d to how it may affect the Union on the Slavery ques-
tion. I answer that whenever it becomes necessary, in

our growth and progress, to acquire more territory, that

I am in favor of it, without reference to the question of
Slavery, and when we have acquired it, I will leave the
people free to do as they please, either to make it slave
or free territory, as they prefer. It is idle to tell me or
you that we have territory enough. Our fathers sup-
posed that we had enough when our territory extended
to the Mississippi River, but a few years' giowth and ex-

pajision satisfied them that we needed more, and the
Louisiana territory, from the west branch of the Missis-

sippi to the British possessions, was acquired. Then we
acquired Oregon, then California and New Mexico. We
have enough now for the present, but this is a young
and a growing nation. It swarms as often as a hive of

bees, and as new swarms are turned out each year, there
must be hives in which they can gather and make their

honey. In less than fifteen years, if the same progress
that has distinguished this country for the last fifteen

years continues, every foot of vacant land between this

and the Pacific Ocean, owned by the United States, will

be occupied. Will you not continue to increase at the
end of fifteen years as well as now ? I tell you, increase,
and multiply, and expand, is the law of this nation's ex-
istence. You cannot limit this great Republic by mere
boundary lines, saying, " thus far shalt thou go, and no
funhei.'' Any one of you gentlemen might as well say
to a son twelve years old that he is big enough, and
must not grow any larger, and in order to prevent his

f,:owth put a hoop around him to keep him to hui pre-
Lient size. What would be the result ? Either the hoop

mast burst "ind be rent asunder, or the child must die.

So it would tt with this great nation. AVilh our natural

inrrease, growing with a rapidity unknown in any otlier

part of the globe, with the tide of emigration that is flee-

ing from despotism in the old world to seek refuge in

our own, there is a constant torrent pouring into thi^

country that requires more land, more territor.v upon
which to settle, and just as fast as our interests and our
destiny require additional territory in the North, in the

South, or on the Islands of the ocean, 1 am for ii, and
when we acquire it, will leave the people, according to

the Nebraska bill, free to do as they please on the sub-

ject of Slavery and every other question.

I trust now that Mr. Lincoln will deem himself an-

swered on his four points. He racked his lirain so much
in devising these four questions that he exhausted him-

self, and had not strength enough to invent the others.

As soon as he is able to hold a council with his adviseis,

Lovejoy, Farnsworth, and Fred Douglass, he will f ame
and propound others. (" Good, good.") You Black
Republicans who say good, I have no doubt think that

they are all good men. I have reason to recollect that

some people in this country think that Fred Douglass is

a very good man. The last time I came here to make a
speech, while talking from the stand to you, people of

Freeport, as I am doing to-day, I saw a carriage, and a
magnificent one it was, drive up and take a position on
the outside of the crowd; a beautiful young lady was
sitting on the box-seat, whilst Fred Douglass and her

mother reclined inside, and the owner of the cari-iage

acted as driver. I saw this in your own town. (" What
of it ?") All I have to say of it is this, that if you. Black
Republicans, think that the negro ought to be on asocial

equality with your wives and daus,'hters, and ride in a

carriage with your wife, whilst you drive the team, you
have perfect right to do so. I am told that one of Fred
Douglass's kinsmen, another rich black negro, is now
traveling in this part of the State making speeches for

his friend Lincoln as the champion of black men.
(" What have you to say against it ?") All I have to say
on that subject is, that those of you who believe that the

negro is your equal and ought to be on an equality with

you socially, politically, and legally, have a right to en
tertain those opinions, and of course will vote for Mr
Lincoln.

POPULAR SOVEREIGNTY IN TIIl^ TERRITORIES.

BY STEPHEN A. DOUGLAS.

From Harper's Magazine, 1859.

Under our complex system of government it is the first

duty of American statesmen to mark distinctly the divi-

ding line between Federal and Local Authority. To do
this with accuracy involves an inquiry, not only into the
powers and duties of the Federal Government under the
Constitution, but also into the rights, privileges, and im-
munities of the people of the Territories, as well as of
the States composing the Union. The relative powers
and functions of the Federal and State governments have
become well understood and clearly defined by their

practical operation and harmonious action for a long
series of years; while the disputed question—involving
the right of the people of the Territories to govern them-
selves in respect to their local affairs and internal poli'y

—

remains a fruitful source of partisan strife and sectional
controversy. The political organization which was formed
in 1854, and has assumed the name of the Republican
Party, is based on the theory that African Slavery, as it

exists in this country, is an evil of such magnitude

—

social, moral, and political—as to justify and require the
exertion of the entire power and influence of the Fede-
ral Government to the full extent that the Constitution,
according to their interpretation, will permit for its ulti-

mate extinction. In the platform of principles adopted
at Philadelphia by the Republican National Convention
iu li^56, it is affirmed :

" That the Constitution confirs upon Congress sovereign
pow'ir over the Terriiories of tbK United Stales for iheir goV-
ernrnnnt., and that in the exrrcise of ihis power it is both ihe
right and the duty of Congress to prohibit in Ihe Territories
tlio.se twin reUcs of barbarism, polygamy and Slavery."

According to the theory of the Republican party there
is an irrepressible conflict between Freedom and Sliverv,

free labor and slave labor. Free States and Slave States,

which is irreconcilable, and must continue to rage with
increasing fury until the one shall become universal by
the annihilation of the other. In the language of the most
eminent and authoritative expounder of their political

faith,

" It is an irrepressible conflict between opposing and enrtur-

in'.; forces ; and it means that the United Slates must and will,

sooner or later, become either entirely a. slave holding nation

or entirely a free-labor nation. Either the cotton and rice

fields of Soudi CaroUna, and the sugar plantations of Louisiana
will nUimately be tilled by free labor, and Charleston and
New-urleans become marls for legiUmate merchandise alone,
or cUe the rye fields and wheat fields of Massachusetts aud
New-Vork aiust a^ain be surrendered by their farmers to

slave i-iiluire and to the production of slaves, and Boston and
New-York become once more markets for trade in the bodies
and souls of men."

In the Illinois canvass of 1858 the same proposition

was advocated and defended by the distinguished Repub-
lican standard-bearer in these words :

" In my opinion it (the Slavery agitation) will not cease until

a crisis shall have been reached and passed. ' A House diWded
against itself cannot stand.' I believe this government can-
not endure permanently half slave and half free. I do not
expect the llonse to fall, but I do expect it will cease to be
divided. It wili become all one thing or all the other. Kilher

the opponents of Slavery will arrest the fiirUier spread of it,

and place It where the public mind shall rest iu the belief dial

it is in the course of ultimate extinction, or its advocates will

push forward till it shall become alike lawful in all the btaiea

—old as well as new, North as well as South."

Thus it will be seen, that under the auspices of a po-

litical party, whith claims sovereignty in Congress over
the subject of Slavery, ther« can be no peace on the
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Plaverr question-no truce in the sectional strife-no fra- ! the creator ; and that Congress, not possesdng the power

terniiv be.^een the North and South, so long as this Union to lep..lute in respect to Atr.cHn Havery In tlie Temt<, ics

remain, as our fathers made il-divided into free and cannot delef:ate to a Itrmlonal Legislature any power

.slave ^late-s with the ripht on the part of each to retain which it docs not It^;elf Posse»s.
^udang Put

«averv so ling as it chooses, and to abolsh it whenev.er This proposiuon w as plau^sihle as it U fallacious But

^;>i»,.Lr
« . K^g

reverse of It is true as a general rule. Congress can-
it pleases.

On the other band, it would be uncandid to ^eny that,

while the Democratic party is a unit in its irreconcilable

opposition to the doctrines and principles of the Kepub-

lican party, there are radical dilTerences of opinion in

respect to" the powcs and duties of Congress, and the

rit'hts and immunities of the people of tlie Territories

under the Federal Constitution, which seriously disturb

It* harmony and threaten its integrity. These differen-

ces of opinion arise from the ditl'erent interpretations

placed on the Constitution b.. pei'sous who belong to one

of the following classeu :

/'*»•«/.—Those who believe that the Constitution of the

United States neither establishes nor prohibits Slavery in

the States or Territories beyond the power of the people

legally to control it. but -'"leaves the people thereof per-

fec'.ly free '.o form and regulate their domestic institutions

in their own way, subject only to the Constitution of the

United States."

^Vc</H(/.—Those who believe that the Constitution es-

tablishes Slavery in the Territories, and withholds from
Congress and the Territorial Legislature the power to

control it ; and who insist that, in the event the Territo-

rial Legislature fails to enact the requisite laws for its

protection, it becomes the imperative duly of Congress

to interpose its authority and furnish such protection.

T/iiri/.—Those who, while professing to believe that

the Constitution establishes Slavery iu tlie Territories be-

yond the power of Congress or the Territorial Legisla-

ture to control it, at the same time protest against the

duty of Congress to interfere for its protection; but

insist that it is the duty of the Judiciary to protect and

not delegate to a Territorial Legislature, or to any other

body of men whatsoever, any power which the Constitu-

tion has vested iu Congress. In other words : Every
pincer couj'erreii on coiiyress by the Cinif.tit-uti( n
mu*t be cxi;rci)>ed by (.vngrtHsin the viode pre«cribc<l

ill the Conjititution.

Let U3 test the correctness of this proposition by refer-

ence to the powers of Congress as detined in the Constitu-

tion:

" The Congrcs.s shall have power—
"To lay and collect taxi-s, duties, Imposts, and excises,

tic. :

" To borrow mcmey on th.- rredil of the United States ,"

" To regulate commerce and loretgn nallona," etc. ;

" To osiablish a uniform rule of naluralizaiion,'; etc. :

" To coin moiiev, and regiuaie the value thereof;"
" To esiablish p'osKifllces ami posiroads ;"

" To consliiuie tribunals iiiferinr .o ihe bupreme Couri ;

" To decUre war," eic. ;

" To provide and malniaia a navy."

This list might be e.xtended so as to embrace all the

power conferred on Congress by the Constitution; but

enough has been cited to test the principle. 'W ill it be

contended that Congress can delegate any one of these

powers to a Territorial Legislature, or to any tribunal

whatever? Can Congress delegate to Kansas the power

to " regulate commerce," or to Nebraska the power " to

establi-sh uniform rules of naturalization," or to Illinois the

power " to coin money and regulate the value thereof,"

or to Virginia the power " to establish post-offices and

post-roads?" . u . v.

The mere statement of the question carries with it the

maintain slavery in the Territories without any law upon
|
emphatic answer, that Congress cannot delegate any

the subject.

By a careful examination of the second and third pro-

positions, it will be seen that the advocates of each agiee

on the theoretical question, that the Constitution estab-

lishes Slavery in the Territories, and compels them to

have it whether the.v want it or not ; and differ on the

practical point, whethe.' a right secured by the Con^titu-

tion shall be protected by an act of Conirress when all

other remedies fail Tlie reason assigned for not pro-

tecting by law a right secured bj- the Constitution is, that

it is the duty of the Courts to protect Slavery in the Ter-

ritories without any legislation upon Ihe subject. How
the Courts are to afford protection to slaves or any other

property, where there is no law providing remedies and
imposing penalties and conferring jurisdiction upon the

courts to iiear and determine the cases as they arise, re-

mains to be explained
The acts of Congress, establishing the several Territo-

ries of the United States, provide that : "The jurisdiction

of the several Courts herein provided for, both appellate

and original, and that of the Probate Couits and Justices

of the Peace shall be limited by law"—meaning such laws

as the Territorial Legislatures shall from time to time

enact. It will be seen that the judicial tribunals of the

Territories have just such jurisdiction, and only such, in

respect to the rights of persons and property pertaining

to the citizens of the Territory as the Territorial Legisla-

ture shall see lit to confer; and consequently, that the

Courts can afford protectiou to persons and property no
further than the Legislature shall, by law, confer the

jurisdiction, and prescribe the remedies, penalties, and
modes of proceeding.

It is difhcult to conceive how any person who believes

that the Constitution confers the riglit of protection in

the enjoyment of slave properi.v iu the Territories, regard-

less of the wishes of the people and of the action of the

Territorial Legislature, can satisfy his conscience and
his oath of fidelity to the Constitution in withholding such
Congressional legislation as may be essential to the en-

joyment of such right under the Constitution. Under
this view of the subject it is impossible to resist the con-

clusion that, if the Constitution does establish Slavery in

the Territories, beyond the power of the people to con-

trol it by law, it is the imperative duty of Congress to

supply all the legislation nece:»saiy to its protection ; and
if this proposition is not true, it necessarily results that

the Constitution neither establishes nor prohibits Slavery
anj-where, but leaves the people of each State and Terri-

tory entirely free to form and regulate their domestic

affairs to suit themselves, without the intervention of

Co'igress or any other power whatsoever.
But it is urged with great plausibility by those who have

entire faith in the soundne.-« of the proposition, that "a
Territory is the mere cr-.-alure of CongreiiS; that the creii

power which it does not possess ; but that every power con-

ferred on Congress by the Constitution must be exercised

by Congress in the manner prescribed in that instrument.

'Ou the other hand, there are cases in which Congress

may establish tribunals and local governments, and invest

them with powers which Congress does not possess, and

cannot exercise under the Constitution. For instance.

Congress may establish courts inferior to the Supreme

Court, and confer upon them the power to hear and de-

termine cases, and render judgments affecting the life,

liberty, and property of the citizen, without itself having

the power to hear iind determine such causes, rendex

judgments, or revise or annul the same. In like manner

Congress may institute governments for the Territories,

composed of an executive, judicial, and legislative depart-

ment ; and inav confer ujpou the Governor all the execu-

tive powers anil functions of the Tenitory, without liavmc

the right to exei cise any one of those powers or functions

itself.
. , . „

Congress may confer upon the judicial department all

the judicial powers and functions of the Territory, without

having the right to hear and determine a aiufe, or render

a judgment, or fo revise or annul any decision made by

the courts so established by Congress. Congress may also

confer upon the legisliitive department of the Territory

certain legislative powere which it can not itself exercise,

and only such iis Congress cannot exercise under the

Constitution. The (lOwers which Congress may thus con-

fer but cannot trercUe, are such as relate to the do-

mestic affairs and internal polity of the Territory, and do

not affect the general welfare ot the Republic,

This divi.luig line between Federal and Local authority

Wiis famiUar to the framers of the Constitution. It is

clearlv defined and distinctly marked on every page of his-

tory which records the great events of that immortal

struggle between the American Colonies and the BriUsh

Government, which resulted in the estal)lishment of our

national indepen; ence. In the beginnmg of that strug-

gle the Colonies neither contemplated nor desired mde-

pendence. In all their addresses to the Crown, and to the

Parliament, and to the people of Great Britain, n,s well a«

to the people of America, they averred that as loyal British

subjects they deplored the causes wliich impelled their se-

paration from the parent country. They were strongly

and affectionatelv attached to the Constitution, civil ano

political institutions and jurLsprudence of Great Britain,

which they proudly claimed as the birthright of all English-

men ; and desired to transmit them unimpaired as a pre-

cious legacy to their posterity. K( r a long series of years

they remonslrateil against the violation of their inali..u-

able rights of self-government under the BritLsli ( nnsfilii-

tion, and humbly petitioned for the reilress of their g.-iov-

•nces.
Thev acknowledged and aOirmed their allegiance to

turc caiinot be clothed with any powers not posBCSsed by
; the Crown, their aifection for the people, and their devo-
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tion to the Constitution of Great Britain ; and their only
complaint was that they were not permitted to enjoy the

rl^'hts and privileges of self-government, in the manage-
ment of tl.eir internal affairs and domestic concerns, In ac-

cordance with tne guaranties of that Constitution and of the

colonial charters granted by the Crown in pursuance of it.

They conceded the right of the Imperial Government to

make all laws and perform all acts concerning the Colo-

nies, which were in their nature Imperial and not Colu-
7dai—wliich affected the general welfare of the Empire,
and did not interfere with the "internal polity" of the

Colonies. They recognized the right of the Imperial Go-
vermnont to declare war and make peace ; to coin money
and deterndne its value ; to make treaties and conduct in-

tercourse with foreign nations ; to regulate commerce be-

tween the several colonies, and between each colony and
the parent country, and with foreign countries; and in

general they recognized the right of the Imperial Govern-
ment of Great Britain to exercise all the powers and au-
thority which, under our Federal Constitution, are dele-

, gated by the people of the several States to the Govern-

( ment of the United States.

1 Recognizing and conceding to the Imperial Government
all these powers, including the riyht to inntiiute govern-

I
meritsfor the colonies, by granting charters under which

/ the inhabitants residing within the limits of any specified
' territory might be organized into a political community,
' with a government consisting of its appropriate depart-

ments, executive, legislative, and judicial; conceding all

these powers, the Colonies emphatically denied that the

Imperial Government had any rightful authority to impose
taxes upon them without their consent, or to interfere

with their internal polity ; claiming that it was the birth-

right of all Englishmen—inalienable when formed into a
political communitj'—to exercise and enjoy all the rights,

privileges, and immunities of self-government in respect to

all matters and things which were local and not general
—internal and not external—colonial and not imperial

—

as fully as if they were inhabitants of England, with a fair

representation in Parliament.
Thus it appears that our fathers of the Revolution were

contending, not for independence in the tii-st instance, but

for the inestimable' right of local self-government under
the British Constitution ; the right of every distinct political

community — dependent colonies, territories, provinces,

as well as sovereign States—to make their own local laws,

form their own domestic institutions, and manage their

own internal affairs in their own way, suljject only to the

Constitution of Great Britain as the paramount law of the

empire.
The government of Great Britain had violated this ina-

lienable right of local self-government by a long series of

acts on a great variety of subjects. The first serious point

of controversy arose on the Slavery question as early as

1(599, which continued a fruitful source of irritation until

the Revolution, and formed one of the causes for the sepa-

ration of the Colonies from the British crown.

For more than forty years the provincial legislature of

Virginia had passed laws for the protection and encourage-
ment of African Slavery within her limits. This poUcy
was steadily pursued until the white inhabitants of Virgi-

nia became alarmed for their own safety, in view of the

numerous and formidable tribes of Indian savages which
surrounded and threatened the feeble white settlements,

while ship-loads of African savages were being daily landed
in their midst. In order to check and restrain a policy

which seemed to threaten the very existence of the colony,

the provincial legislature enacted a law imposing a tax
upon every slave who should be brought into Virginia.

The BritiA merchants, who were engaged in the African

slave-trade, regarding this legislation as injurious to their

interests and in violation of their rights, petitioned the

King of England and his majesty's ministers to annul the

obnoxious law, and protect them in their right to carry

their slaves into Virginia and all other British colonies

which were the common property of the empire— ac-

quired by the common blood and common treasure—and
from which a few adventurers, who had settled on the im-

perial domain by his majesty's sufferance, had no right to

exclude them, or discriminate against their property by a
mere provincial enactment. Upon a full consideration of

tlie subject, the king graciously granted the prayer of the

petitioners ; and accordingly issued peremptory orders to

the royal governor of Virginia, and to the governors of all

the otlier British colonies in America, forbidding them to

sign or approve any colonial or provincial enactment inju-

rious to the African slave-trade, unless such enactment
Bliould contain a clause suspending its operation until his

majesty's pleasure should be made known in the i)remises.

Judge Tucker, in his Appendix to Blackstone, refers to

thirty-one acts of the provincial legislature of Virginia,

passed at various periods from 1662 to 1772, upon the sub-
ject of African Slavery, showuig concla^ively tiiat Virginia

always considered this as one of the questions affecting
her " internal polity," over wliich she, in common witL
the other colonies, claimed "the right of exclusive legisla-

tion in their provincial legislatures" within their respec-
tive limits. Some of these acts, particularly those which
were enacted prior to the year lt)!)9, were evidently in-

tended tt^oster and encourage, as well as to regulate and
control, African Slavery, as one of the domestic institutions

of the colony. The act of 1099, and most of the enact-
ments Bubsefiuent to that date, were as obviously designed
to restrain and check the growth of the institution, with
the view of confining it within the limit of the actual neces-
sities of the community, or its ultimate extinction, as
might be deemed most conducive to the public interests,

by a system of unfriendly legislation, such as imposing a
tax on all slaves introduced into the colony, which was
increased and renewed from time to time, as occasion re-

quired, until the period of the Revolution. Many of these
acts never took effect, in cousecuence of the king with-
holding his assent, even after the governor had approved
the enactment, in cases where it contained a clause sus-
pending its operation until his majesty's pleasure should
be made known in the premises.
In 1772, the provincial legislature of Virginia, after Im-

posing another tax of five per cent, on all slaves imported
into the colony, petitioned the king to remove all those
restraints which inhibited his majesty's governors assent-
ing to such laws as might check so very pernicious a com-
merce as Slavery. Of this petition Judge Tucker says ;

" The following extract from a petition to the Throne, pre-
sented from the House of Burgesses of Virginia, April 1ft,

1772, will show the sense of the people of Virginia on the sub-
ject of Slavery at that period :

" ' The importation of .slaves into the colony from the coast
of Africa hain long been considered as a trade of great iuhu-
maniiy ; and under its present encouragement we have too
mui;h reason to fear will endanger the very existence of you'
Majesty'.s American dominions.' "

Mark the ominous words ! Virginia tells the king of
England in 1772, four years prior to the Declaration of
Independence, that his Majest3''s American dominions
are in danger : not because of the Stamp duties—not
because of the tax on tea—not because of his attempts
to collect revenue in America ! These have since been
deemed sufficient to justify rebellion and revolution.
But none of these are referred to by Virginia in her
address to the Throne—there being another wrong which
in magnitude and enormity, so far exceeded these and
all other causes of complaint, that the very existence of

his Majesty's American dominions depended upon it !

That wrong consisted in forcing African Slavery upon a
dependent colony without her consent, and in opposition
to the wishes of her own people !

The people of Virginia at that day did not appreciate
the force of the argument used by the British merchants,
who vitre engaged in the African slave-trade, and which
was afterward indorsed, at least by implication, by the
king and his ministers ; that the Colonies were the com-
mon property of the empire—acquired by the common
blood and treasure—and therefore all British subjects had
the right to carry their slaves into the colonies, and hold
them in defiance of the local law and in contempt of the
wishes and safety of the Colonies.

The people of Virginia not being convinced by this

process of reasoning, still adhered to the doctrine which
they held in common with their sister colonies, that it

was the birthright of all freemen—inalienable when
formed into political communities—to exercise e.xclusive

legislation in respect to all matters pertaining to their

internal polity—Slavery not excepted ; and rather than
surrender this great right, they were prepared to with-

draw their allegiance from the crown.
Again referring to this petition to the king, the same

learned judge adds

:

" ThLs petition produced no effect, as appears from the first

elans'; of our (Virginia) Constitution, where, among other
ads of misrule, the inhuman use of the royal negative in

refus:ing u.s (the people of Virginia) permission to exclude.

Slavery from us by law, is enumerated among the reasons
or separaiuig from Great Britaiu."

This clause in the Constitution of Virginia, referring to

the inhuman use of the royal negative, in refusing the

Colony of Virginia permission to exclude Slavery from her
limits by law, as one of the reasons for separating f.ora

Great Britain, was adopted on the r2th day of June,

1770, three weeks and one day previous to the Declara-

tion of Independence by the Continental Congress ; and
after remaining in force as a part of the Constitution

for a period of fifty-four years, was re-adopited, without
alteration, by the Convention which framed the new
Constitution in 1830, and then ratified by the people as a

part of the new Constitution ; and was again re-adopttd

by the Convention which amended the Constitution in

1S50, and again ratified by the people a.s a part of the
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tmended Consfifution, and at this day remains a portion
of tlie fiiniiaiiiental law of Virginia—prociuiiiilnj to the

world and to posterity that one of the reasons for separa-
ting from Great Britain was "the inhuman use of the

royal negative in refusing us (tlie Colony of Virginia)

permission to exclude Slavery from us hy law !"

The legislation of Virginia on this subject may be taken
as a fair sample of the legislative enactments of each of

the thirteen Colonies, showing conclusively that slavery
was regarded hy them all as a domestic question to h<*

regarded and determined hy each colony to suit itself,

without the intervention of the Hritish Parliament or
' the inhuman use of the royal negative." Kach colony
pa.<sed a series of enactments, beginning at an early

period of its history and running down to the commence-
ment of the Revolution, either iirotecting, regulating, or
restraining African Slavery within its respective limits,

and in accordance with their wishes and supposed
Interests. North and South Carolina, following the ex-

ample of Virginia, at first encouraged the introduction
of slaves, until the number increased beyond their wants
and necessities, when they attempted to check and
restrain the further growth of the institution, by imposing
a high rate of taxation upon all slaves which should be
brought into those colonies ; and finally, in 1T04, South
Carolina passed a law imposing a penalty of one hundred
pounds (or five hundred dollars) for every negro slave
subsequently introduced into that colony.
The colony- of Georgia was origin;illy founded on strict

anti-slavery principles, and rifridly maintained this policy

for a series of years, until the inhabitants became con-
vinced by experience that, with their climate and produc-
tions, slave labor, if not essential to their existence, would
prove beneficial and useful to their material interests.

Maryland and Delaware protected and regulated African
Slavery as one of their domestic institutions. Pennsylva-
nia, under the advice of AVilliam Penn, substituted fourteen
yeare' service and perpetual adscript to the soil for here-
ditary Slavery, and attempted to legislate, not for the total

abolition of Slavery, but for the sanctity of marriage
among slaves, and for their personal security. New-Jer-
sey, New-York, and Connecticut recognized African Slavery
a3 a domestic institution lawfully existing within their re-

spective limits, and passed the requisite laws for its con
trol and regulation.

Ithode Island provided bylaw that no slave should serve
more than ten years, at the end of which time he was to

be ^et free ; and if the master should refuse to let him go
free, or sold him elsewhere for a longer period of service,

he was subject to a penalty of forty pounds, which was
supposed at that period to be nearly double the value of
t.*je slave.

Massachusetts imposed heavy taxes upon all slaves
brought into the colony, and provided in some instances
for sending the slaves back to their native land ; and finally

prohibited the introduction of any more slaves into the
colony under any circumstances.
When New-Hampshire passed laws which were designed

to prevent the introduction of any more slaves, the British

Cabinet issued the following order to Governor Went worth :

" You are not to give your assent to, or pass any law im-
posing duties upon negroes imported into New-Hamp-
shire."

While the legislation of the several colonies exhibits
dissimilarity of views, founded on a diversity of interests,

on the merits and policy of Slavery, it shows conclusively
that they all regarded it as a domestic question affecting

their internal polity in respect to which they were entitled

to a full and exclusive power of legislation in the several
provincial legislatures. For a few years immediately pre-
ceding the American Revolution, the African slave-trade
was encouraged and stimulated by the British Government,
and carried on with more vigor by the Knglish merchants,
tlian at any other period in the history of the Colonies;
and this fact, taken in connection with the extraordinary
claim as-serted in the memorable preamble to the act re-

pealing the stamp duties, that " Parliament possessed the
right to bind the Colonies in all cases whatever," not only
In respect to all matters atfecting the general welfare of
the empire, but also in regard to the domestic relations
and internal polity of the Colonies—produced a powerful
impression upon the minds of the colonists, and Imparted
peculiar prominence to the principle involved in the con-
troversy.

Uence the enactments by the several colonial legisla-

tures calculated and designed to rcstraui and prevent the
increase of slaves; and, on the other hand, the orders
issued by the Crown, instructing the colonial governors
not to sign or permit any legislative enactment prejudicial
or injurious to the African slave-trade, unless such enact-
ment should contain a clause suspending ijs operation
uiitU the royal pleasure should be made known in the
premises ; or, in otluir words, mitil the king should have an

I opportunity of annulling the acts of the colonial leglsla-
itures liy the "inhuman use of the royal negative."
! Thus the policy of the Colonics on the Slavery question
hail assumed a direct antagonism to that of the British
Govenunent ; and this antagonism not only added to the
importance of the prhiciple of local self-government in the
Colonies, but produced a general concurrence of opinion
and action in respect to the question of Slavery in the
proceedings of the Continental Congress, which assembled
at Philadel])hia for the first time on the &th of September,
1774.

On the 14th of October the Congress adopted a Bill of
Rights for the Colonics, in the form of a series of resolu-
tions, in which, after conceduig to the Briti.sh Government
the power to regulate conmierce and do such other things
as alfected the general welfare of the emi)ire, without in-

terfering with the internal polity of the Colonies, they de-
clared " Tlsut they are entitled to a free and exclusive
power in their several provincial legislatures, where their
right of representation can alone be preserved in all cases
of taxation and internal polity." Having thus defined the
principle for which they were contending, the Congress
proceeiled to adopt the following " Peaceful Measures,"
which they still hoped would be sutticient to induce com-
pliance with their just and reasonable demands. These
" Peaceful Measures " consisted of addresses to Uie king,
to the Parliament, and to the people of Great Britain,
together with an association of non-intercourse to be ob-
served and maintained so long as tlieir grievances should
remain unredressed.
The second article of this a.<:sociation, which was adopted

without opposition, and signed by the delegates from all

the Colonies, was in these words

:

"That we will neither import nor purchase any slave im-
ported nfier the first day of December next ; after which li!n->

we will wholly discontinue the slave-trade, and wdl ni-iihr:r

be concerned in it ourseivcs, nor will we hire our vi-s.scis,

nor sell our commodiiies or manufactures to those who are
engaged In it

"

This Bill of Rights, together with these articles of asso-

ciation, were subsequently submitted to and adopted
by each of the thirteen Colonics in their respective pro-
vincial Legislatures.

Thus was distinctly formed between the Colonies and
the parent country that issue upon which the Dechi-
ration of Independence was founded, and the battles of
the Revolution were fought. It involved the specific

claim on the part of the Colonies—denied by the King
and Parliament—to the exclusive right of legislation

touching all local and internal concerns, Slurerij
included. This being the principle involved in the
contest, a majority of the Colonists refused to i>er-

mit their delegates to sign the Declaration of Inde-
pendence e.xcept upon the distinct condition and ex-
press reservation to each colony of the exclusive right

to manage and control its local concerns and police re-

gulations without the intervention of any general Con-
gress which might be established for the United Colonies.

Let us cite one of these reservations as a specimen of
all, showing conclusively that they were fighting for the
inalienable right of local self-goveinment, with the clear
understanding that when they had succeeded in throw-
ing oir the despotism of the British Parliament, no Con-
gressional despotism was to be substituted for it

:

"We, the Delegates of Maryland, in Convention assemlilfd,
do declare that the King of llreat Britain has violated tii.-i

compact with this people, and that they owe no allegiance lo

him. We have therefore thought it just and necessary to em-
power our Deputies in Congress lo join with a majority of
ihe United Colonies in declaring them free and In.tepi-njrni
.States, In framing Eueh further confederation beHveeu iliem,

in making foreign alliances, and in adopting such other niea-
sures as sliall be judged necessary for the preservation of theii-

Uberlies:
" frotiiled, The sole and exclusive right of regulating ihn

internal polity and government of this Colony be reserved lo

the p. cole thereof.
" Weliavc also thought proper to call a new Convi>nlion for

he purpose of establisliing a goverr.ment in this Colony.
"No arubitirms views, no desire of indfpcndfnci-. Indifcil

the peojjle of Maryland to form a union with the other I'olo-

lies. To procure an exemption from Parlianicniary lax*-

ion, and to continue to the 1 egislatures of dii\si: I'oloiiies liie

sole and exclusive right of regulating lh.-lr liil>rf.iiJ ruhry.
was our original and only rai live. To maintain, invloliu.- our
Ulierlies, and to transmit th' m unimpaired to poFiter.ty. waa
our duly and first wish ; our next, to continue ( nnn"itii| wiili

and dependent on Great Pi-flaln. For \\\>- truth of ihi-s.i

is/rlions we appi-al to lliat Almighty Bein'.- who is i-iripii,id

'ally slyh'd the .Seiinhcr of hearts, and fmin who.se oiijj-

siienci^iione is coneealcil. } elylng on this l>lvln>- proici.-.ion

and aR-ilsianr-e, and trusting to the justice of our isns-. wit

exhort and conjure every vhtuoua eliizcn lo join t-onlixlly in

di!f.;ns'> of our'ion»mon rteh s and in mainlena.'iic of ihr fee.-,

doin of thUand li.-r sisli-r <i';oni<s."

The first plan of Fedo.rtil (rovernraent adopted fn- thf

United States was formed diiriuK the Revolution^ |,u,j -g
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nsuafly known as " The Articles of Confederation." By
|

tliese Articles it was provided that " Kach State retains

its Sovereignty, Freedom, and Indei>endence, and every
|

power, jurisdiction, and right which is not by this Con- r

federation expressly delegated to the United States in
I

Congress assembled."
|

At the time the Articles of Confederation were

,

adopted—July 9, 1778—the United States held no lands

or territory in common. The entire country—including

all the waste and unappropriated lands—embraced within

or pertaining to the Confederacy, belonged to and was
the property of the several States within whose limits

the same was situated.

On the 6th day of September, 1780, Congress " recom-

mended to the several States in the Union having claims to

waste and unappropriated lands in the Western country,

a liberal cession to the United States of a portion of their

respective claims for the common benefit of the Union."
On the 20th day of October, 17S.3, the Legislature of

Virginia passed an act authorizing the Delegates in Con-

gress from that State to convey to the United States
" the territory or tract of country within the limits of

the Virginia Charter, lying and bearing to the northwest

ofthe river Ohio "—which grant was to be made upon
the " condition that the territory so ceded shall be laid

out and formed into States ;" and that " the States so

formed shall be distinct republican States, and admitted

members of the Federal Union, having the same riglits

of Sovereignty, Freedom, and Independence as the other

States."

On the 1st day of March, 1784, Thomas Jefferson and
his colleagues in Congress executed the deed of cession

in pursuance of the act of the A'irginia Legislature,

which was accepted and ordered to " be recorded

and enrolled among the acts of the United States in

Congress assembled." This was the first territory ever

acquired, held, or owned, by the United States. On the

same day of the deed of cession, Mr. Jefferson, as chair-

man of a committee which had been appointed, consist-

ing of Mr. Jefferson of Virginia, Mr. Chase of Maryland,

and Mr. Howell of Rhode Island, submitted to Congress
" a plan for the temporary government of the territory

ceded or to be ceded by the individual States to the

United States."

It is important that this Jeffersonian plan of govern-

ment for the Territories should be carefully considered

for many obvious reasons. It was the first plan of

government for the Territories ever adopted in the

United States. It was drawn by the author of the De-

claration of Independence, and revised and adopted by

those who shaped the issues which produced the Revo-

lution, and formed the foundations upon which our

whole American system of government rests. It was

not intended to be either local or temporary in its char-

acter, but was designed to apply to all " territory ceded

or to be ceded," and to be universal in its application

and eternal in its duration, wherever and whenever we
might have territory requiring a government. It ignored

the right of Congress to legislate for the people of

the Territories, without their consent, and recognized

the inalienable right of the people of the Territories,

wlien organized into political communities, to govern

themselves in respect to their local concerns and in-

ternal polity. It was adopted by the Congress of

the Confederation on the 2M day of April, 17S4, and

stood upon the Statute Book as a general and perma-

nent plan for the government of all territory which we
then owned or should subsequently acquire, with a pro-

vision declaring it to be a " Charier of Compact," and

that its provisions should "stand as fundamental con-

ditions between the thirteen original States and those

newly described, unalterable but by the joint consent

of the United States in Congress assembled, and of the

particular State within which such alteration is proposed

to be made." Thus this Jeffersonian plan for the gov-

ernment of the Territories—this " Charter of Compact "

— ' these fundamental conditions," which were declared

to be " unalterable " without the consent of the people

of "the particular State [territory] within which such

alteration is proposed to be made," stood on the Statute

Book when the Convention assembled at Pliiladelphia

in 1787, and proceeded to form the Constitution of the

United States.

Now let us examine the main provisions of the Jeffer-

son Plan

:

/',>«(.—" That the territory ceded or to be ceded by tli«

individual Sules to the Uiiiieil Sidles, whenever the same shall

have been purchased of the; IndiAn iiihal)itanls and ollVred lui-

sale hy the United Status, shall be formed into <uldilional

SUilfji," etc., etc.

The Plan proceeds to designate the boundar.es and
territorialextent of the proposed "additional States," and

• then provides :

Sfcond.—"That the sf-ttlers within the Territory so to be
pun-haseJ auil iiltVr'd fur sale shall, either on iheir owu
pe.itioQ or ou ihe o:'d r of Congress, receive authority from
iliem, wiih appointments of time and place, for their free males
of full age to meet together lor the purpose of establishing ^
temporary government to adopt a Constitution and laws ot

any one of these States (the original Slates), so that such laws
nevertheless shall be subject to alteration by their ordinary
I^eglslature ; and to crtvit, subject to like alieraiion, counlifS
or lownships for the election of members for their Legisla-
ture."

Having thus provided a mode hy which the first inhabi-

tants or settlers of the territory may assemble together

and choose for themselves the Constitution and laws of

some one of the original thirteen States, and declare tlit

same in force for the government of their territory tern

porarily, with the right on the part of the people to

change the same, through their local Legislature, as they
may see proper, the Plan then proceeds to point out tlie

mode in which they may establish for themselves " a per-

manent Constitution and government" wlienever they
shall have twenty thousand inhabitants, as follows ;

Third.—" That such temporary goveramunt only shall con-
tinue in force in any State until it shall have acciuireU twen'y
thousand free inha'bitants, when, giving due i)roof thereof lo

Congress, ihey shall receive from \hrm auihoriiy, wiih ap-
pointments of time and place, to call a Conveuiion of Repre-
sentaiivea to establish a permanent Couslitiitiou and govern-
ment for themselves."

Having thus provided for the first settlers " a tempo-
rary government" in these " additional States," and for

a " permanent Constitution and government" when they
shall have acquired twenty thousand inhabitants, the Plan
contemplates that they shall continue to govern them-
selves (Ui States, having, as provided in the Virginia deed
of session, " the same rights of sovereignty, freedom, and
iivdependence," in respect to their domestic affairs and
internal polity, " as the other States," until they shall

have a population equal to the least numerous of the
original thirteen States ; and in the meantime shall keep
a sitting member in Congress, with a right of debating
but not of voting, when they shall be admitted into the
Union on an equal footing with the other States, as fol-

lows :

Fourth.—" That whenever any of the said States shall have
of free inhabitants as many as shall ilu-n lie in any one of the
least numerous of the thir.een original Stales, such Stale shall

be admitted by Its delegates into the (.'ongreas of the United
States on an equal foojng with tlie said original States." ....

And—
" Until such admLssion hy their delni^ates into Congress any

of the said Sidles, after the es'ulil s;ini'>nt of their temporary
government, shall have auihoriiy id keep a sitiing iin'inber ill

Congress, with the right of debating, but not of voting."

Attached to the provision which appears in this paper
under the " third" head is a proviso, containing five pro-
positions, which, when agreed to and accepted by the
people of said additional States, were "to be formed
into a charter of comnact," and to remain forever " unal-

terable," except by the consent of such States as well as
of the United States—to wit

:

" Proiij Jerf, That botli the temporary and permanent gov-
ernments be established on these principles as dielr basis :"

ls(.
—" That they shall forever remain a part of the United

States of America."
2d.—"That in their persons, property, and Territory they

shall be subject to the government ot the United States in

Congress assembled, and to the Articles of Confederation in all

those cases in which the original States shall be so subject."
'ill.
—" That they shall be s.iil)ject lo pay a part of the federal

debts contracted, or to be contracted—to be apportioned on
them by Congress accor.ling to the same common rule and
measure by which apportionments thereof sliall be made on
the other States."

ith.—" That their respective government shall be in repub
licaii form, and shall admit no person to be a citizen who holds
any hereditary title."

Hie fifth article, which relates to the prohibition of
Slaivery, after the year 1600, having been rejected by
Congress, never became a i)art of the Jeffersonian Plan
of Government for the Territories, as adopted April 2&,

ItM.
The concluding paragraph of this Plan of Government,

which emphatically ignores the right of Congtess to bind
the people of the Territories without their consent, and
recognizes the people therein as the true source of all

legitimate power in respect to their internal polity, is in

these words :

" That all the prfcdinc articles shnll be fru'med in'oa rhm .

te.r of rnmp'ut, shall he duly i-.\ecuted by the Proideiil of the

United Stales, in Coitgress assenilileil, Minler his I'.ind and thfs

seal of ihe Uiiile.l .si-iics, sl.;ill lie prntnulgiiled, and shall stand
asfuii'hiineMial con.liiioiii bet ween tiet tliirleenoriginiil StaiJ'.s

and lhos»> newly ,lcscril>eil, uiiHlteralde but by the joint con-
sent of Ihe United .States in C(jn.;ress assembled, and of Ihe
particular Slate within which su.;li al.eration Is proposed l«

be iru.ic."
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This Jcffersonian Plan of Government embodies and
carries out the ideas and principles of the futhei's of the
Kerolutiou—that the people of every separate political

community (dependent Colonies, Provinces, and Territo-

ries a« Well us sovereign States') have an inalienable right

to govern themselves in respect to their internal polity,

and repudiates the dogma of the liiitish Ministry and
the Tories of that day, that all Colonics, Provinces and
Territories were the property of the empire, acquired
with the common blood and common treasure, and that

the inhabitants thereof have no rights, privileges, or
immunities except such as the Imperial Government
should graciously condescend to bestow upon them.
Tii.s Plan recognizes by law and irrevocable "compact"
the existence of two distinct classes of States under our
American system of government—the one being mem-
bers of the Union, and consisting of the original thirteen
and such other States, having the requisite population,
US Congress should admit ino the Federal Union, with
an equal vote in the management of Federal alTairs as
well as the exclusive power in regard to their internal
polity respectively—the other, not having the reciuisite

population for admission into the Union, could have no
vote or agency in the control of the federal relations,

but possessed the same exclusive power over their

domestic affairs and internal policy respectively as

Uie original States, with the rii.'ht, while they have
less than twenty thousand inhabitants, to choose for

their government the Constitution and laws of any
one of the original States ; and wlien they should have
more than twenty thousand, but less than the number
required to entitle them to admission into the Union,
they were authorized to form for themselves " a perma-
nent Constitution and government ;" and in either case
they were entitled to keep a delegate in Congress with
the right of debating, but not of voting. This " Charter
of Compact," with its " fundamental conditions," which
were declared to be " unalterable" without " the joint

consent" of the people interested in them, as well as of
tJie United States, thus stood on the statute book unre-
pealed and unrepealable- furnishing a complete system
of government for all ' the te>ritory ceded or to be ceded"
to the United States, without any other legislation upon
the subject, when, on the 14th day of May, ITST, the Fede-
ral Couvention assembled in Philadelphia and proceeded
to form the Constitution under wnich we now live. Thus
It will be seen that the dividing line between Feileral and
Local authority, in respect to the rights of those political

communities which, for the sake of convenience and in

contradistinction lo the S;aies represenied in Congress,

we now call Territories, but which were then known as
" SUU^»" or " new Stiitex.'''' was so distinctly marked at

Ihat day that no intelligent man could fail to perceive it.

It is true that the government of the Confederation had
proved totally inadequate to the fulllllmont of the ends
(or which it was devised ; not because of the relations be-

tween the Territories, or new States, and the United States,

but in consequence of having no power to enforce its de-

crees on the Federal questions which were clearly within

the scope of its expressly delegated powers. The radical

defects in the .\rticles of Confederation were found to con-
sist in the fact that it was a mere league between sove-

reign States, and not a Federal Government with its ap-
propriate departments— Executive, Legislative, and Ju-
dicial—each ckjthed with authority to ])erforra and carry
into effect its own peculiar functions. The Confederation
having no power to enforce compliance with tlie resolves,
" the consequence was, that though in theory its resolu-

tions of Congress were equivalent to laws, yet in practice

"they were found to be mere recommendations, which the

States, like other sovereignties, observed or disregarded,
according to their own good-will and gracious pleasure."
Congress couhl not impose duties, collect taxes, raise

armies, or do any other act essential to the existence of

government, without the voluntary consent and coopera-
tion of each of the States. Congress could resolve, but
could not curry its resolutions into effect—could recom-
mend to the States to provide a revenue for the necessi-

ties of the Federal Government, but could not use the

means necessary to the collection of the revenue when the

States failed to comply—could recommend to the S'ates to

provide an army for the general defense, and apportion
among the States their respective quotas, but could not en-

list the men and order them into the Federal service. For
these reasons a Federal Government, with its appropriate
departments, acting directly upon the individual citizens,

with authority to enforce its decrees to the extent of its

delegated powers, and not dependent upon the vniuntary

action of the several States in their corporate ca|iacity,

became indispensable as a substitute for the government
of the Confederation.

lu the formation of the Constitution of the United States

the Federal Convention took the British Constitution, as

interpreted and expounded by the Colonies during their

controversy with Great liritain, for (heir model—making
such modilicalions in its structure and principles as the
change in our condition had rendered necessary. They
entrusted the Executive functions to a President in the
place of a King ; the Legislative functions to a Congress,
composed of a Senate and House of Ilepresentatlves, in

lieu of the Parliament consisting of the 1 louses of Lords and
Commons; and the Judicial functions to a Supreme Court
and such Inferior courts as Congress should from time to

time ordain and establish.

Having thus divided the powers of government into the
three appropriate departments, with which they had al-

ways been familiar, they proceeded to confer upon the
Federal Government substantially the same powers which
they as colonies had been willing to concede to the British

Government ; and to reserve to tlie States and to the peo-
ple the same rights and privileges wrtch they as colonies

imd denied to the Briti.sh Government during the entire

struggle which terminated in our Independence, and
which they had claimed for themselves and their posterity

as the birthright of all freemen, inalienable when organ-
ized into political communities, and to be enjoyed and ex-
ercised by colonies, territories, and provinces as fully and
completely as by sovereign States. Thus it will be seen
that there is no organic feature or fundamental principle

embodied in the Constitution of the United States which
had not been familiar to the people of the Colonies from,

the period of their earliest settlement, and which had
not been repeatedly asserted by them when denied by
Great Britain during the whole period of their colonial his-

tory.

Let us pause at this point for a moment, and inquire

whether it be just to those illustrious patriots and sages who
formed the Constitution of the United States, to assume
that they intended to confer upon Congress that unlimited
anil arbitrary power over the people of the .\merican Ter-
ritories, which they had resisted with their blood when
claimed by the British Parliament over British colonies in

America? Did the.v confer upon Congress the right to
bind the people of the American Territories in all cases
whatsoever, after luunng fought the battles of the Revolu-
tion against a ' Preamble" declaring the right of Par-
liament " to bind the Colonies in all cases whatsoever?"

If, as they contended before the Revolution, it was the
birtliright of all Enirlishmen, inalienable wlien formed into

political communities, to exercise exclusive power of legis-

lation in their local legishitures in respect to all things

affecting their internal polity— Slavery not excepted—did

not the same right, after the IJevolution, and by virtue of

it, become the biitliriglit of all Anuricans, in like manner
inalienable when organized into political communities—no
matter by what name, whether Colonies, Territories, Pro-
vinces, or new States?
Names often deceive persons in respect to the nature

and substance of things. A single instance of this kind
is to be found in that clause of the Constitution wtiicb

says

:

" Congress shall have power to dispose of. and make all

needful rules and regulaiions respecting ihe territory or other
properly belonging to the Lulled Slates."

This being the only clause of the Constitution in which
the word " Territory" appears, that fact alone has doubt-
le-ss led many persons to suppose that the right of Con-
gress to establish temporary governiuenls for the Terri-

tories, in the sense in wliich the word is now used, must
be ilerived from it, overlooking the iinpnrtant and con-
trolling facts that at the time the Constitution was formed
tlie word " Territory" had never been used or understood
to designate a political coininunity or government of any
kind in any law, compact, deed of cession, or public
ducuuient ; but had invariably been used either in its

geographical sense to desiTibe the supi»rficial area of a
Stale or district of country, as in ihe Virginia deed of
ce.<sion of the " Territory or tracin/cortnti-y" northwest
of the river Ohio ; or as meaning land in its character
as property, in wliicli latter sense it appears in the clause

of the Constitution referred to, when i)roviding for the
dispos-iiion of tlie '• Trrriiory or other properly belong*
Ing to the United Slates." These facts, taken in connec-
li'in wiih tlie kindred one that during the whole«period.
of tlie Coi.fcdcration and the formation of the Consiitn*
lii-n the temporary governments which we now call
" Territories," were invariably referred to in the deeds
of cession, law.', compacts, jdans of government, resolu-

tions of Congress, public records, and authentic docu-
ments as "'Stales." or •' new Slate'," conclusively show

I
thai the Words "Territory and other property" in the
Coiistiiuti'ifi wt?re useil to designate the unappropriated

' liiiids and otiier property which the United States owned,
and not the people who might become residents on those

! lands, and be orgainZ'^d into political comumnities aftet

the United States had parted with their title.
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It is from tl.H rUiu«e of tlie Cnnstitutior. ilone that
|

CongreiS deiives tlie power to provide for .lie surveys

au(i sale of the public l^uuls aii.i sill other i
ropercy be-

longing to the UuiteJ SliUes, not only in the Territorie.s,

but also in the several Si:ites of the Union. Bat for this
|

provision Congress would li.ive no power to authorize the

snie of the public lands, military sites, old ships, cannon,

muskets, or other property, real or personal, which be-

hiiisc to the United States, and are no longer needed for

any" public purpose. It refers exclusively to property in

ontradistiuciion to persons and communities. It con-

lei-s the -same power " to make all needful rules and
r.".{ulalions" in ttie States as in the Territories, and ex-

t;:id3 wherever there may be any land or otter property

l.elonging to the United States to be regulated or disposed

of; l)Ut dues not authorize Congress to control or inter-

fere wit!i the domestic institutions and internal polity of

the people (either in the States or ilie Territories) who
may rcshio upon lands which the United States once

owned. Such a power, had it been vested in Congress,

would annihilate tlie sovereignty and freedom of the

j»iates as well as the great principle of self-government in

the Territories, wlierever the United States happen to

own a portion of tne public lands within their respective

liiuits, as, at present, in the States of Alabama, Florid;i,

Mississippi, Louisiana, Arkansa-^, Missouri, Illinois,

Indiana, Ohio, Michigan, Wisconsin, Iow;i, Minnesota,

California, and Oregon, and in the Territories of Wash-

ington, Nebraska, Kansas, Utah, and New-.Mexico. The

idea is repugnant to the spirit and genius of our complex

system of Government; because it eff.-ctually blots out

the dividing line between Federal and Local authority

which forms an essential barrier for the defense of the

independence of the States and the liberties of the people

against Federal invasion. With one anomalous excep-

tion, all the powers conferred on Congress are Federal,

and not Ma7i,icipal, in tlieir character—affecting the

general welfare of the whole country without interfering

with the internal polity of the people—and can be carried

into efifect by laws which apply alike to States and Ter-

ritories. The exception, being in derogation of one of

the fundamental principles of our political system (be-

cause it authorizes the Federal Government to control

tlie municipal affairs and internal polity of the people in

;;nain specified, limited localities), was not left to vague

inference or loose construction, nor expressed in dubious

or equivocal language; but is found plainly written in

liKit Section of the Constitution which says :

"CoQgre.ss shall have power to exercise exclusive legisla-

tion in all cases whatsoever, over such district {not exceeding

i-c miles square) as may, hy cession of particiUar States, ana
t.\i acceptance of Cougfess, become the seat Df the govern-

in Qt of the United SUUes, and to exercise like authority over

ali places purchased by the consent of the Legislature of the

btj.le in which the same shall be, for the erection of forts,

magazines, arsenals, dockyards and other needful buildings."

No such power "to exercise exclusive legislation in all

cases whatsoever," nor indeed any legislation in any
case whatsoever, is conferred on Congress in respect to

the municipal affairs and internal polity, either of the

States or of the Territories. On the contrary, after the

Constitution had been finally adopted, with its Federal

powers delegated, enumerated, and defined, in order to

guard in all future time against any possible infringement

of the reserved rights of tlie States, or of the people, an

amendment was incorporated into the Constitution which

marks the dividing line between Federal and Local

authority so directly and indelibly that no lapse of time,

no partisan prejudice, no sectional aggrandizement, no

frenzied fanaticism can efface it. The amendment is in

these words :

"The powers not delegated to the United States by the

Constitution, nor prohilnted by it to the Slates, are reserved

to ihe states respectively, or to the people."

This view of the subject is confirmed, if indeed any cor-

roborative evidence is reciuired, by reference to the pro-

ceerlings and debates of the Federal Convention, as re-

ported by Mr. Madison. On the ISth of August, after a

series of resolutions had been adopted as the basis of the

proposed Constitution and referred to the Committee of

Detail fj)r the purpose of being put in proper form, the re-

cord says :

" "Mr. Madison submitted, In order to be referred to (he Com-
mittee of Uelail, ihe following powers, as pi-oper to be ad.led

to those of the geuer.il Legislature (Congress)

:

" To dispo.se of Ike unapiiropriaied lands of the United States.

"To lusiiiute temporary governmuuts for the new Suites

arising therein.
,

"To re^ul^ite affairs with the Indians, as well within as

without the limits of the United Stales.

"To exercise exclusively legislaiive anthnrlly at the seat of

the tieneral Government, and over a district around th

Here we find the original and rough draft of those seve-

ral powers as they now exist, in their revised form, in the

Constitution. The provision empowering Congress " to

dispose of the unappropriated lands of the United States"

was modified and enlarged, so as to include " other pro-

perty belonging to the United States," and to authorizs

Congress to " make nil needful rules and regulations" foi

the preservation, management, and sale of the same.
The provision empowering Congress " to institute tenv

porai-y governments for the new States arising in the tin-

api^ropriated lands of the United States," taken in cotv

nection with the one empowering Congress " to exerci^<>

exclusively Legislative authority at the seat of the (<en«

ral Government, and over a district of country around thu

same," clearly shows the difference in the extent and na-

ture of the powers intended to be conferred in the new
States or Territories on the one hand, and in the District

of Columbia on the other. In the one case it was pro

posed to authorize Congress " to institute temporary gov-

ernments for the new States," or Territories, as they are

now called, just as our Kerolutionary fathers recognized

the right of the British crown to institute local govern-
ments for the Colonies, by issuing charters under which
the people of the Colonies were "entitled (according to

the Bill of Rights adopted by the Continental Congress) to

a free and exclusive power of legislation, in their several

Provincial Legislatures, where their right of representation

can alone be preserved, in all cases of ta.xation and inter-

nal polity ;" while, in the other case, it was proposed to

authorize Congress to e-xeroise, exclusively, legislative

authority over the municipal and internal polity of the

people residing within the district which should be ceded
for that purpose as the seat of the General Government.
Each of these provisions was modified and perfected by

the Committee of Detail and Revision, as will appear by
comparing them with the corresponding clauses as finally

incorporated into the Constitution. The provision to

authorize Congress to institute temportiry governments
for the new States or Territories, and to provide for their

admission into the Union, appears iu the Constitution ill

this form

:

New States may be admitted by the Congress into this

Union."

The power to admit " iteia States," and " to make all

laws which shall be necessary and proper" to that end,

may fairly be construed to include the right to institute

temporary governments for such new States or Territories,

the same as Great Britain could rightfully institute similar

governments for the Colonies ; but certainly not to author-

ize Congress to legislate in respect to Llieir municipal

affairs and internal concerns, without violating that great

fundamental principle in defense of which the battles of

the Revolution were fought.

If judicial authority were deec^ed necessary to give

force to principles so eminently just in themselves, and
which form the basis of our entire political system,

such authority may be found in the opinion of the Supreme
Court of the United States, in the Dred Scott case. In
that case the Court say :

" This brings us to examine by what provision of the Con-
ititution the present Federal Government, under its delegair-4

and restricted powers, is authorized to acquire territory ou^
sideofthe original limits of the United States, and what powers
it may exercise therein over the person or properly ol a citi-

zen of the United States, while it remains a territory, and un-
til it shall be admitted as one of the States of the Union.
" There is certainly no power given by the Constitution to

the Federal Government to estabhsh or maintain colonips,

bordering on the United States or at a distance, to be rnlixl

and governed at its own pleasure ; nor to enlarge its terrv-

torial limits in any way except by the admission of new
States
" The power to expand the territory of Ihe United States by

the admi-ssion of new States Is plainly given ; and in Ihe con-

struction of this power by all the deparimenis of the (iovern-

ment, it has been held to authorize the aoqui.filioii of territory,

not Qt I'lir admission at the time, but to be admitted as soon as
its population and situation would entitle it to admission.

It is acquired to become a State, and not to be held as a colony
and governed by Congress with absolute auihoi-iiy ;

nnJ as the

propriety of admitting a new State is cominiiled to the sound
discreliun of Congress, the power to acquire territory for that

purpo.se, to be held by the United .Stales until It is in a suitabls

condition to become a Slate upon an equal footing with tlvj

other States, must rest upon Ihe same diSsivlion."

Having determined the question that the power to ac-

quire territory for the purpose of enlarging our territorial

limits and increasing the number of States, is included

within the power to admit new States and conferred by
the same clause of the Constitution, the Court proceed to

say that " the power to aciiuire necessarily carries with it

the power to preserve and apply to the purposes for which
it was acquired." And again, referring to a former deci-

sion of the same court in respect to the power of Congrets
not exceedlog square miles, the consent of the lejisla-

| ^q institute governments for the Terrt'.oi ies, the Court say :

ture of tk.;Su.te-or Slates comprising the same being flrsi ou-

I

, „ , ...
taiued." ' " Th;; power aiauds U.-miy on liu- later aUcrnativc put by
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th" Court—lliiit is. as tho ' Inorilnlile conseTi<>nce of the riglit

to acquire ti-iriory.' "

The power to acquire territory, as well as the ri?lit, in

the language of .Mr. Madison, " to Institute temporary
governments for the new Stjites arising tlierein " (or Terri-

torial governments, as they are now calleil), having been
traced to that provi^ion of the Constitution which provides
for the admission of " new jstates," the Court proceed to

consider the nature and extent of the i)0wer of Congress
over the people of tlie Territories :

" All wp mf^an to say on ihis poini Is. thai. «< ih-ri- Is i o i x-

press regulation in ihe Coiisiiliuion ili-linlng thi' power wliii li

lilt tienera] lioveriiiueni may ixeriis.- over ili«- in r.-oii or pin
p«*rly of « ciiiz<>n In a lernuiry thus luriuired. ilu- tuiiri iim^'

necessarily look lo the provisions and prlnnipl.'S ofthi- Oonsii-
|

liulon, ami Us dlsinlmiion of powers, or ihe rule* and priaci- I

pies by which lis derision must lie governed. i

' Taking this rule m guide us. It may be safely assumed ihai

citizens ot ihe L'iil:ed Mates, who eiiiignite to * lerriloiy l>i-

lonzing to Ihe peojde of ihe liiiied Mhi.'s, ouiinot l>e ruleil as
mere colonists, depenlent upon the will of the (ieiieral (ioiern-
nient, and to be governed by any liws it may think proper lo

j

impose The Territory being a part of the I niied

hlMles. the novernmi'iii and the citizen bo'h ennr it under \hf

auihority of the Cmstiiuiioii. wiih iluir respecive ri:;liis de-

liiied and marked out ; and Ih.- K.-d-ril tioicriuniMU i:in ex-

ercise no power over his person or |.r'ipiriy lie\o;ul \\ h:ii ihai

l.ii'r'iment confers, nor lawfully dei.y any riglil which ii ha.i

reserved."

Hence, inasmnch as the Constitution has conferred on
tl'.e Federal Government no ri^'llt lo interfere with tlie pro-

perty, domestic relations, police regulations, or internal

polity of the peoitle of the Territories, it necessarily fol-

lows, under tlie authority of the Court, that Congress can
rightfully exercise no such power over the people of the

Territories. For tliis reason alone, the Sujirenie Court
|

were authorized and compelled to pronounce the eightli

gection of tlie .\ct approved Match 6, 1V20 (commonly
called the Mi.ssouri Compramise), inoperative and void

—

there being no power delegated to Congress in the Consti-

tution authorizing Congress to prohibit Slavery in the Ter-

ritories.

In the course of the discussion of this question the

Court pave au elaborate e.vposilion of the structure,

principles, and powers of tlie Federal Government

;

Khowiiig that it jiossesses no powers except those whicli

are delegated, enumerated. End defined in the Constitu-

tion; and that all other powers are either prohihUed
altogether or are reverted to the States, or to the people.

In order to show that the prohibited, as well as tlie

delegated powers are enumerated and defined in the

Constitution, the Court enumerated certain powes
which cannot be exercised either by Congress or by the
Territorial Legislatures, or by any other authority what-
ever, for the simple reason that they are forbidden by
the Constitution.

Some persons who have not examined critically the
opinion of the Court in tills respect have been induced
to believe that tlie alavfy question was included in this

class of prohibited powers, and that the Court had
decided in the Dred Scott case that the Territorial Legis-

lature could not legislate in respect to slave property
the same as all other property in Ihe Territories A few
extracts from the opinion of the Court will correct this

error, and show clearly the chiss of powers to which tlie

Court referred, as being forbidden alike to the Federal
Government, to the States, and to thel'erritories. The
Court say

:

" A rfft-renoe to a few of the provisions of the Constitution
will lllir- rale this proposiiion. Kor example, no one, we pre-
sume, w 11 contend thai I'ongre.ss can mike any law in a Ter-
ritory re>pe(iing the establishment of religion, or the tree ex-
ercise th'T'-of. or abridging the freedom of speech or of llie

the press, or Uie right of the people of the territory peaceably
to assemide, and to petition the Cioverument for the redress ol

grievances.
" Nor c:in Congress deny to the people the right to keep and

bear arms, nor llie right to irial by jury, nor compel any one
to be a wiim-ss against himself in a criminal proceeding. . . .

So too, It will hardly be contended that C'onu'ress could by law
quarter a soldier ih a house In a territory without the consent
of the owner in a lime of peace ; nor In lime of war but in a
manner prescribed by law. Xor cuuld they by law forfeit the
property of a citizen in a territory who was convicted of trea-
son, for a longer period than 'he l;fe of the iierson convicted,

nor take private property for public use wiiUout ju.st compen-
sation."
"The powers over persons and property, of which we

speak, are not only not granted to tongrc.s,s, but are iu ex-

press terms denied, and lh»*y are forbidilen lo exercise them.
.\nd this proliiliilion Is noi confined to the States, but the
words are general, and extend to the whole territory over
vrliich the Constiluilon gives it power tn legislate, including
those portions of It remaining under Tern. octal governments,
as well as that covered by Si.ites.

"It is a total absence of power, everywhere within the

dominion of the United Slates, and plac.-s the citizens of a

Terri:ory, so lar as these rights are cu>e:craed, on the saiue

fooling whh clllzens of the States, and rnards them as firmly
anil piainly agtuiistany inroads which Uie ticueral (lovernmeiU
iiiigli. ai.i'iiip, under ihe plea ot implied or inciiienial powrrs.

.-iiid if loii,rt»s 1 self cannot do ihi.s— if il Is bejond llie

powers conf.rred on ih>; Federal tioveriimeiii— li wifl i;e ait-

udlled. We piesiiuie. <liiit tt coiild not aiiilioi'ize a ' errltci ia)

aoveri.men' lo exercise them. It could confi^r no power o.i

any lo:'al sovitiiiii!-iii. eMai.li.ohed by its auihoriiy, lo Vio'ii;.-

Uie pn>viK.oiis of tiie t oiis.iiulion."

Nothing can be more certain than that the Court were
here speaking only of /(>;W(/</c»» ptncern, which were
denied alike to Congress, to the State Legislatures, and
to the Territorial Legislatures, and that the prohibition
exlend-s "evefywheie within the lioininion of the Uniteil

fctates," appliciible equally to Mates and Territories, us

well as to the I tiited .^tates.

If this sweejiing |>roliibilion— Ill's just but inexorable
restriction upon the powers of Government— Federal,
Mate, and Territorial—shall ever be held to include the
Slavery question, thus negativing the tight of the people
of the btales and Territories, as well as the Federal
Government, to control it bylaw (and it will be observed
that in the opinion of the Court " the citizens of a Terri-

tory, so far as these rights are conce: ned, are on the
same footing with the citizens of the Slates.") then,

indee<l, will the doctrine become firmly established that
the principles of law applicable to Afiican Slavery are
uniform tlironahout the dominion, of the Viiiitd

ktdtix, and that there "is an iirepressible conflict

between opposing and enduring forces, which means
that the United States must and will, sooner or later,

become either entirely a slaveliolding naliou or entirely

a free labor nation."
Notwithstanding the disastrous consequences which

would inevitably result from the authoritative recogni-

tion and practical operation of such a doctrine, there
are those who maintain that tlie Court refeiredto and
included the Slavery question within that class of
forbidden powers which (although the same in the Terri-

tories as in tlie States) could not be exercised by the
people of the Territories.

If this proposition were true, which fortunately for the
peace and welfare of the whole countrj- it is not, the
conclusion would inevitably result, which they logically

deduce from the premises—that the Constitution by the
recognition of .'Slavery establishes it in the Territories

beyond tlie power of the people to control it by law,
and guarantees to every citizen the right to go there
and be protected in the enjoyment of his slave
property ; and when all other remedies fail for the
protection of such rights of property, it becomes the
imperative duty of Congress (to the performance of

which every member is bound by his conscience and his

oath, and from which no consideration of political policy
or expediency can release him) to provide by law such
adequate and complete protection as is essential to the
enjoyment of an important right secured by the Consti-

tution. If the proposition be true, that the Constitution
establishes Slavery in the Territories beyond the power
of the people legally to control it, another result no less

startling, and from which there is no escape, must inevi-

tably follow. The Constitution is uniform ''everywhere
within the dominions of the United Stales"— is the same
in Pennsylvania as in Kansas—and if it be true, aa
stated by the President in a special message to Congress,
" that Slavery exists in Kansas by virtue of the Consti-

tution of the United States," and that " Kansas is there-

fore at this moment as much a Slave State as Georgia or
South Carolina," why does it not exist in Pennsylvania
bj' virtue of the same Constitution ?

If it be said that Pennsylvania is a sovereign State, and
therefore has a right to regulate the Slavery question
within her own limits to suit herself, it must be borne in

mind that the sovereignty of Pennsylvania, like that of
every other State, is limited by the Constitution, which
provides that

:

" This Constitution, and all laws of the United States which
shall be made in pursuance thereof, and all treaties made, or
which shall be made, under ihe aiiihority of the I'niied Stales,

sliiiU be the mprcnie lair of the. land, and the juflges in every
.s^late shall be bound thereby, anijthing in thr Cuntdluliun or
laics ojany ^lale lo the contrail/ uutuidtttauJinij."

Hence, the State of Penn.sylvania, with her Constitution

and laws, and domestic institutions, and internal policy,

is subordinate to the Constitution of the United States, in

tlie same manner and to the same extent as the Territory

of Kansas. The Kansas-Nebraska Act says that the Ter-

ritory of Kansas shall exercise legislative power over "all
riglit'ful subjects of legislation con.si>tent with the Consti-

tution," and that the people of said Territory shall be left

"perfectly free to form and regulate their domestic insti-

tutions in their own way, subject only to the Constitution

of tlic United States." The provisions of this act are be-

lieved to be in entire harmony with the Constitution, and
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under them the people of Kansas possess every right,

privilege, and immunity, in respect to their internal polity

and domestic relations, wliich the people of Pennsylvania
can exercise under their Constitution and laws. Each is

invested with full, complete, and exclusive powers in this

respect, "subject only to tlie Constitution of the United
States."
The question recurs, then, if the Constitution does estab-

lish Slavery in Kansas or any other Territory beyond the

power of the people to control it by law, how can the con-

clusion be resisted that Slavery is established in like man-
ner and by the same authority in all the States of the

Union? And if it be the imperative duty of Congress to

provide by law for the protection of slave property in the

Territories upon the ground that " Slavery exists in Kan-
sas " (and consequently in every other Territory) " by
virtue of the Constitution of the United States," why is it

not also the duty of Congress, for the same reason, to pro-

vide similar protection to slave property in all the States

of the Union, when the legislatures fail to furnish such
protection?

Without confessing or attempting to avoid the inevitable

consequences of their own doctrme, its advocates endeavor
to fortify their position by citUig the Dred Scott decision

to prove that the Constitution recognizes property in

slaves—that there is no legal distinction between this and
every other description of property—that slave property

and every other kind of property stand on an equal foot-

ing—that Congress has no more power over the one than
over the other—and, consequently, cannot discriminate

between them.
Upon this point the Court say

:

" Now as we have already said in an earlier part of this

opinio:!, upon a ditterent point, the right of property m a slave

is disiinctly and expressly affirmed in the Constitution. . .

And if the Coiistitudon recognizes the right of property of the

master in a slave, and makes no distinction between tliat des-

cription of property and other property owned by a citizen,

no tribunal acting under the authority of the United States,

whether it be legislative, executive or judicial, has a right to

draw such a distinction, or deny to it the benetit of the pro-
visions and guaranties wliich have been provided for the pro-
tection of private property against the encroachments of the

government And the government in express
terms is pledged to protect it in all future time, if the slave

escapes from his owner. This is done in plain words—loo

plain to be understood. And no word can be found
In the Constitution which gives Congress a greater power
over slave property, or which entitles property of that kind to

less protection than property of any other description. The
only power conferred is lUe power coupled with the duty of
guarding and protecting the owner in his rights."

The rights of the owner, which it is thus made the duty
of the Federal Government to guard and protect, are those

expressly provided for in tlie (Constitution, and defined in

clear and explicit language by the Court—that " the gov-

ernment, in express terms, is pledged to protect it (slave

property; in all future time, if the skive escapesfrom his
owner.'" This is the only contingency, according to the

plain reading of the Constitution, as authoritatively inter-

preted by the Supreme Court, in which the Federal Gov-
ernment is authorized, required, or permitted to interfere

with Slavery in the States or Territories ; and in that case
only for the purpose " of guarding and protecting the

owner in his rigltts " to reclaim his slave property. In all

other respects slaves stand on the same footing with all

other propertj'—" the Constitution makes no distinction

between that description of property and other property
owned by a citizen ;" and " no word can be found in the

Constitution wliich gives Congress a greater power over
slave property, or wliich entitles property of tliat kind to

less protection than property of any other description."

This is the basis upon which all rights pertaining to slave

property, either in the States or the Territories, stand
under the Constitution as expounded by the Supreme
Court in the Dred Scott case.

Inasmuch as the Constitution has delegated no power
to the Federal Government in respect to any other kind
of property belonging to the citizen—neither introducing,

establishing, prohibiting, nor excluding it anywhere within
the dominion of the United States, but leaves the owner
thereof perfectly free to remove into any State or Terri-

tory, and carry his property with liim, and hold the same
subject to the local law, and relying upon the local author-

ities for protection, it follows, according to the decision of

the Court, that slave property stands on the same footing,

is entitled to the same rights and immunities, and, in like

)Hanner, is dependent upon the local authorities and laws
for protection.

The Court refer to that chtuse of the Constitution which
provides for the rendition of fugitive slaves as their
authority for saying that " the right of property in slaves
is di4inctly and expressly affirmed in the Constitution."
Jiy reference to that provision, it will be seen that, while
the word "slaves" is not used, still the Constitution not

only recognizes the right of property in slaves, as Btato4
by the Court, but explicitly states what class of persona
shall be deemed slaves, and under what laws or authority
they may be held to servitude, and under what circum-
stances fugitive slaves sliall be restored to their owners,

i
all in the same section, as follows

:

" No person held to service or lalior in one Stale, under tht
laics thtyeof, escaping into anoilier, .shall, in consequence of
any lasv or regulauon ther^in, tie dis«:liarged from such ser-
vice or labor, but shall be delivered up on claim of the party
to whom such service or labor may be due."

Thus it will be seen that a slave, within the meaning of
the Constitution, is a " person held to service or labor in

one State, under tlie laws thereof"—not under the Con-
stitution of the United States, nor by the laws thereof, nor
by virtue of any federal authority whatsoever, but under
the laws of the particular State where such service or
labor may be due.

It was necessary to give this exact definition of Slavery
in the Constitution in order to satisfy the people of the
South as well as of the North. The slaveholding States
would never consent for a moment that their domestic re-

lations—and especially their right of property in their
slaves—should be dependent upon Federal authority, or
that Congress should have any power over the subject

—

either to extend, confine, or restrain it, much less to pro-
tect or regulate it—lest, under the pretense of protection
and regulation, the Federal Government, under the influ-

ence of the strong and increasing anti-slavery sentiment
which prevailed at that period, might destroy the institu-

tion, and divest those rights of property in slaves which
were sacred under the laws and constitutions of their re-
spective States so long as the Federal Government had no
power to interfere with the subject.

In like manner, the non-slaveliolding States, while they
were entirely willing to provide for tlie surrender of all

fugitive slaves—as is conclusively shown by the unanimous
vote of all the States in the Convention for the provision
now under consideration—and to leave each State per-
fectly free to hold slaves under its own laws, and by virtue
of its own separate and exclusive authority, so long as it

pleased, and to abolisli it when it chose, were unwilling to

become responsible for its existence by incorporating it

into the Constitution as a national institution, to be pro-
tected and regulated, extended and controlled by Federal
authority, regardless of the wishes of the people, and in

defiance of the local laws of the several States and Terri-

tories. For these opposite reasons, the Southern and
Northern States united in giving a unanimous vote in the
Convention for that provision of the Constitution which
recognizes Slavery as a local institution in the several
States where it exists, " under the laws thereof," and pro-
vides for the surrender of fugitive slaves.

It will be observed that the term " State " is used in

this provision, as well as in vtirious other parts of the Con-
stitution, in the same sense in wliich it was used by Mr.
Jelferson in liis plan for establisiiing governments for the
new States in the territory ceded and to be ceded to the
United States ; and by Mr. Madison in his proposition t4

confer on Congress power " to institute temporary govern-
ments for the neto States arising in the unappropriated
lands of the United Stiites," to designate tlie political

communities. Territories as well as States, within the do-

minion of the United States. Tlie word "States" is used
in the same sense in the ordinance of the loth July, 17S7,
for the government of the Territory northwest of the river

Ohio, which was passed by the remnant of the Congress of

the Confederation, sitting in New York while its most emi-
nent members were at Pliiladelphia, as delegates to the
Federal Convention, aiding in the formation of the Consti-
tution of the United States.

In this sense the word " States" is used in the clause pro-

viding for the rendition of fugitive slaves, applicable to
all political communities under the authority of the United
States, including the Territories as well as the several
States of the Union. Under any other construction, the
right of the owner to recover his slave would be restricted

to the States of the Union, leaving the Territories a secure
place of refuge for all fugitives. The same remark is ap-
plicable to the clause of the Constitution which provides
that " a person charged in any State with treason, felony,

or other crime, who shall flee from justice, and be found in

another State, shall, on the demand of the executive au-

thority of the State from which he fled, be delivered up to

be removed to the State having jurisdiction of the crime."
Unless the term State, as used in these provisions of the

Constitution, shall be construed to include every distinct

political community under the jurisdiction of the United
States, and to apply to Territories as well as to the States

of the Union, the Territories mu.st become a sanctuar.v for

all the fugitives from service ami justice, for all the felons

and criminals who shall escape from the several Staidi
and seek refuge and immunity in the Territories.
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If any other illustration were necessary to show that

the political communities which we now call Territories

(hut which, (iurinj; the whole period of tlie Confederation

and the formation of the Constitution, were always re-

ferred to as "States" or "new States'), are recojinized

as •• States" in name of the provisions of the Consti-

tution, they may be found in tliose clauses which lie-

cl.ire that " no ^tate" shall enter into any "treaty, alli-

ance, or confederation ;
grant letters of marque and re-

prisal ; coin money ; emit bills of credit ; make anythin";

l)Ut gold and silver coin a tender in ])ayment of debts

;

pas6 any bill of attainder, «» poxt facto law, or law im-

pairing the obligation of contracts, or grant any title of

noiiility."

It must be borne in mind that m each of these cases
where the power is not expressly delegated to Congress
the prohibition is not imposed upon the Federal (iovern-

mcnt, but upon the Stute-i. There was no necessity for

any such prohibition upon Congress or the Federal (lo-

veriinient, for the rea^^on that the onussion to delegate any
such powers in the Constitution was of itself a prohibition,

and so declared in express terms by the lUth amendment,
which declares that "the powers not delegated to the

United States bj' the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to

the States, are reserved to the States respectively, or to

the people."
Hence it would certainly be competent for the States

.»nd Territories to exercise these powers but for the pro-

hibition contained in those provisions of the Constitution
;

and inasmuch as the prohibition only extends to the

"States," the people of the "Territories" are still at liberty

to exercise them, unless the Territories are included with-

in the term States, witliin the meaning of these provisions

of the Constitution of the United States.

It only remains to be shown that the Compromise Mea-
sures of 1S60 and the Kansas-Nebraska Act of 1S54 are in

perfect harmony with, and a faithful embodiment of, the

principles herein enforced. A brief history of these mea-
sures will disclose the principles upon which they are
rounded.
On the 29th of January, 1S.50, Mr. Clay introduced into

the Senate a series of resolutions upon the Slaverj- ques-

tion which were intended to form the basis of the subse-

quent legislation upon that subject. Pending the discus-

sion of these resolutions, the chairman of the Committee on
Territories prepared and reported to the Senate, on the

2.5th of March, two bUls—one for the admission of Califor-

nia into the Union of States, and the other for the organi-

lation of the Territories of Utah and New Mexico, and for

the adjustment of the disputed boundary with the State

of Texas, which were read twice and jirinted for the use
of the Senate. On the 19tli of April a select committee of

thirteen was appointed, on motion of Mr. Foote, of Miss-

bsippi, of which Mr. Clay was made chairman, and to

which were referred all pending propositions relating to the
slavery question. On the Sth of Maj-, Mr. Clay, from the
select committee of thirteen, submitted to the Serate an
elaborate report covering all the points in controversy,
accompanied by a bill which is usually known as the
' Oumibus Bill." By reference to the provisions of this

bill, as it appears on the files of the Senate, it will be
seen that it is composed of the two printed bills which had
been reported by the Committee on Territories on the
25th of March previous ; and that the only material
change in its provisions, involving an important and es-

sential principle, is to be found in the tenth section, which
prescriljes and defines the powers of the Territorial Legis-

lature. In the bill, as reported by the Corumittee on Ter-
ritories, the legislative power of the Territories extended
to " all rightful subjects of legislation consistent with the
Constitution of the United Hlntes," icit/iont excejiting
African Slavery ; while tlie bill, as rejiorted by the com-
mittee of thirteen, conferred the same power on the Terri-

torial Legislature, icitft, the exception of Af/-ican S/a-
very. This portion of the section in its original form read
thus :

" Arul he it further enactal Ikat the I.e;lslatlve power of the
Territory shall extend to all rishifiil siilji-cis of legislation
consistent wlih the ConstiluiioD of liie L'niied Stales and ihe
provisions of this act ; but no law shall be passed Interfering
with the primary disposition of the soil."

To which the committee of thirteen added these words

:

^^ Nor in re«pect to African S/'!rer>/.^' When the bill

came up for action on the 15th of May, Mr. DavU, of Mis-
sissippi, said

:

" I oflVr the following araendment. To slrUce out, in the
sixth liiiH of the tenth section, the words ' in rrypKt to A/rinin
fihirrr!/.' and insert the words, 'irif/i Iho^e rig/its of properly
g.-o ring oitt of the infttitntion of Affiran Stnrery 03 it e^mtjt in

anil of the Sltiten of the Union.' The objpct of the ami-ndmcnt
is lo' prevent the Territorial Lp;;islaiur<' from l(>Klslaling

njain!(t ihe rights of property crowin:; oit of ihn in.stiiution

nf Sliv.TV It will li-avp to Ih"- T.-rriloriftl I,e«lsla-

liires tho*e ngh's and powers which are essinUally necessary.

not only to the preservation of properly, but to the peace of
the Teiriiory. ll wdl leave tin- riyhl to make such police
I'l'^iiUiiuiis as are mcessnry lu prevfut disorder, and which
will be absolutely necessary wiih such properly as thai ic

><<iue Its bent'licial use to lis owner. With this brief ex-
piunalion I submit the amendment."

Mr. Clay, in reply to Mr. Davis, said

:

" I am not perfectly sure ilial I roiiiprehend Ihe full mfBii-
ing of the amendment oHVred by Ihe .senator I'rniu Mississippi.

II 1 ilo, I think he accomjillslus uo'liliig by sirikini; om ihe
iliiiise now in the bLU and iiiwriing iliai \\lai h h>- prupo.sis lo

uisirt. The clause now in the bill is, that the Terriiorial

U'gisiatlou shall not exlend to anyihiiiK nspcLllng African
Slavery within the Territory. 'Ihe clli'ct of reuiinliig the
ilause as reported by the foiiimillce «ill be this: 'llial if lu

any of the Territories Slavn y now cxi.-.;s, ii shall uol tie abol-
ished by the Territorial l.eKislaiiiic ; and it in any of the Ter-
ritories Slavery does not now exist, li cuniioi lie introduced by
Llie Territorial Legislature. The clause I! si If Was introduced
into the bill by the Committee for the imiimse of lying up ilio

hands of the Territorial I.egislaiuie in respect tu le>;islaliiig

at all, one way or the other, upon the suljiit of Alrieaii .^la-

very. It was intended to leave ilie lrei>imi,,n nod ilie law of
the respective Territories in the ciiiKliliun in which the Act
will lind them. I slated on a fcprnier occasion dial I Old not,

in Committee, vote for the aineiidiiicnt to insert the ilause,
though it was proposed to be iiurmliieed by a majority of the
Comndllee. 1 attached verv lillle conseipiciice to it' at the
time, and I attach very lillle to ii at priseiu. ll is jjrrliiips of
no particular importance wlialever. .Now, sir, it 1 uiider-
stand the measure proposed by die Sciialor from Mississippi,

it aims at the same thins- I do not understand him as propos-
ing that if any one shall carry slaves into the Territory

—

alilioiigh by.the laws of the 'lerriloryhe cannot take ihera
there—Ihe Legislalive hands of the Territorial government
should be 60 liej as to prevent it saying he shall noi enjoy the
trims of their labor. If the Senator from Mississippi means
to say that—

"

Mr. Davis:
" I do mean to say it."

Mr. Clay

:

" If the object of the Senator is to provide that slaves may
be introduced into the Territory contrary to the lex luri, and,
beiui; introduced, nothing shall be done by Ihe Leglslaiure to

impair the rishts of owners to hold the slaves thus brought
eoiurary to the local laws, J rndiinli/ rnvnut role for it. In
doing so I shall repeal again die exjiressioii of opulion which
1 aiuiotiuced at an early period of the session."

Here we find the line distinctlj' drawn between those who
contended for the right to carry slaves into the Territones
and hold them in defiance of the local law, and those who
contended that such right was subject to the local law of

the Territory. During the progress of the discussion on
the same day, Mr. Davis, of Mississippi, said :

"We are giring, or proposing to give, a government to a
Territory, which act rests upon the basis of our right to make
such provision. We suppose we have a rii;ht to confer
power. If so, we may mark out the limit to which they may
lenislate. and are bound not to confer power bcyonil that
which exists in Congress. If we give them power to legislate
beyond that, we commit a fraud or usurpation, as it may be
done openly, covertly, or indirectly."

To which Mr. Clay replied :

Now, sir, I only repeat what I have had occasion to say be.
fore, that while lam wiUing lo stand aside and make no legis-

lative enactment one way or the other—lo lay oil the Terrlto
lies wihoiit the Wilmoi Proviso, on the one hand, with which
I understand we are threatened, or wUhout an attempt to

introduce a clause for the introduction of Slavery into the
Territories—wliile I am for rejecting both the one and the
odier, I am conient that the law as it exists sjiall jirevail ; and
if ihere lie any diversity of opinion as lo what il means, I am
willing thai it shall be settled by the highest judicial authority
of the country. While I am content thus to abide the result, I

must say that I cannot vole for any express provision recognlz-
uig the right to carry slaves there."

To which Mr. Davis rejoined, that

—

" It is said our Revolution grew out of a preamble ; and 1

hope we have something of the same character of the hardy
men of the KevoUiiion who first commeuced the war with the
mother coutitry—soinethine of the spirit of that bold Yankee
who said he had a right to go to Coneoid. and ihal po he would

;

and who, in the mainleiiauee of that rlsht. met his death at
Ihe bunds of a British sentinel. Now, sir, if our right to carry
slaves into these Terriiories be a cousUtutional right, it Is our
first duly to maintain it."'

Pending the discussion which ensued, Mr. Davis, at the
suggestion of friends, modified his amendment from time
to time, until it assumed the following shape :

" Nor to introduce or exclude African Slavery. Pro-
\ide(l that no;hiiig herein contained shall be construed so
as to prevent said Territorial Legislature from passing
such laws as may be nece.ssary for ihe protection of the
rights of properly of every kind which may have beeni
or mav be hereafter, conformably lo Ihe Couatltulion
of the L'idied Slates, held hi or Introduced hito said Terri-
tory.'

To which, on the same day, Mr. Chase, of OUo, ofered
the following amendment

:

" Provided further. That nothlne herein contained shall bo
construed as authorizing or perndtdng the Introduclloii of
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lavery or the holding of persons as property wiihia said Toi--

iuji'y."

Upon these amendments—the one aflirmii;,g the Pro-
slavery, and tiie otlier the Anti-Shivery position, in oppo-
lition to the right of tlie people of the Territories to de-

cide the Shivery question for themselves—Mr. Douglas sai<i:

' The position that I have ever taken has been, that this.

and all other ([uesiions relating to the domestie alt'aus and
domestic policy of the Territories, ought to be left to the deci-
sion of the people themselves ; and that we otight to be con-
teal with whatever way they may decide the question, bncatise
ihey have a much deeper interest iu these matters than we

. have, and know much better what insiitntions suit tliem than
we, who have never been there, can decide lor them. I wiiuM
therefore have much preferred that that poruon of the bill

should have remained as it was reported from the ((inmniif e
ou Territories, with no provision on the siil>ject of ^l,lv.-ly,

the one way or the other. And I do hope yiu ihat that claus •

will be stricken out. I am salisfled, sir, tliatli gives no sireugdi
to the bill. I am salistied, even if it did give strength to ii,

Ihat it ought not to be [hfvr, Oci'dUfeitixa riolaliimo/piiiiri-
pte—a, violaiiou of that principle upon winch we have all

rested ot r defense of the course we have taken ou this ques-
tion. I do not see how those of us who have takeu the posi-
tion we have taken—tliat oi aon-inten-cntion—and have argued
lu favor of the right of the people to legislate for themselves
on this question, can support such a provision without aban-
doning all the arguments which we used in the Presidential
campaign in the year lis^S, and the principles set forth by the
honorable Senator from Jlichigau (Mr. Cass) m that letter

which is known as the 'A'ieholson Letter.' We are required
to abandon that platform ; we are required to abandon those
principles, and to stultify ourselves, and to adopt the opposite
doctrine—and for what? In order to say that the people of the
Territories fihtiU not luir-e such institutions as they shall deem
wlipted to their condition and their icants. I do not see, sir,

how such a provision can be acceptable eitlier to the people
of ih-3 North or the South."

Upon the question of how many inhabitants a Territory
should contain before it should be formed into a political

community with the rights of self-government, Mr. Doug-
las said

:

" The Senator from Mississippi puts the question to me as to
what number of people there must be in a Territory before
this right to govern themselves accrues. Without deternnning
tile precise number, I will assume that the right ought to
accrue to the people at the moment they have enough to con-
stitute a government ; and, sir, the bill a'ssumes that there are
people enough there to require a government, and enough to

authorize the people to govern themselves Your
bill concedes that a representative government is necessary

—

a government founded upon the principles of popular sove-
reignty and the right of a people to enact their own laws ; and
for this reason you give them a Legislature composed of two
branches, like the Legislatures of the difl'erent States and
Territories of the Union. You confer upon them the right to

legislate on 'all rightful subjects of legislation,' except
negroes. Why except negroes? Why except African Sil-
very ? If the inhabitants are competent to govern themselves
upon all other subjects, and in reference to all other descrip-
tions of properly—if they are competent to make laws and
determine the relations between husband and wife, and pa-
rent and child, and municipal laws allecting the^ rights and
property of citizens generally, they are competent also to
make laws to govern themselves iu relation to Slavery and
negroes."

With reference to the protection of property in slaves,
Mr. Douglas said:

" I have a word to say to the honorable Senator from Mis-
sissippi (Mr. llavis). He insists that I am not in favor of pro-
leciiug property, and that his amendment is otfered for the
purpose of protecting property under the Constitution. Now,
sir, I a.sk you what authority he has for assuming that ? Do I

not desire to protect property because I wish to allow the
people to pass sut;h laws as they deem proper respecting
Iheir rights to property without any exception? He might
just as well say thai I am opposed to protecting property in
mercliandise, in steamboats, In cattle, in real estate, as to say
that I am opposed to protecting property of any other
description ; for I desire to put them all on an equality, and
allow the people to make their own laws in respect to the
wliole of them."

Mr. Cass said (referring to the amendments offered by
Mr. Davis and Mr. Chase)

:

" Now, with respect to the amendments. I shall vote
against them both ; and then I shall vote in favor of striking
out the restriction in the bill upon the power of the Territorial
governments. I shall do so upon this ground. Iwasopposed,
as the hoEiorable Senator from Kentucky has declared he was,
(O the insertion of this prohibition by the Committee. I con-
sider it inexpedient and unconstitutional. I have already
staled my h.dief ihat the rightful power of internal leglshitiou
in the Territories b<'longs to the people."

After further discussion the vote was taken by yeas and
nays on the amendment of Mr. Chase, and decided in the
negative : Yetis, 25 ; Nays, 30. The question recurring on
the amendment of Mr. Davis, of Mississippi, it was also
rejected : Yeas, 25 ; Nays, 80. Whereupon Mr. Sewari
offered the following amendment

:

" Neither Slavery nor involuntary servitude, otherwise
th an by eonviedon frir crime, shall ever be allowed in eitiier
of said Territories of Ulah and New Mexico.'

I Which was i ejected—Yaas, 23 ; Nays, 33.
1 After various other amendments had been offercl and

I

voted upon—all relating to the power of the Territorial

I

Legislature over Slavery—.Mr. Douglas moved to strike out
I
all relating to African Slavery, so tliat the Tei-ritorial Le-

I

gislature stiouhi have tlie same power over tliat question
as over all otlier rightful subjects of legislation consistent

' with the Constitution—which aiuendmcnt was rejected.
After the rejection of this amendment, the discussion was
renewed wiili great aljility and depth of feeling in respect
to tile powers which the Territorial Legislature should ex-
ercise ujioii the suljject of Slavery. Various propositions
Were made, and amendments offered and rejected— all re-

lating to tliis one controverted point—when Mr. Norris, of
New-Uampsliire, renewed the motion of Mr. Douglas, to
strike out the restriction on the Territorial Legislature in
respect to -Vfrican Shivery. On the iilst of July this

amendment was adopted by a vote of K2 to 19—restoring
tills soction of the l;ill to tlie form in wliicli it was reported
from tlie Committee on Territories on tlie 2oth of March,
and conferring on the Territorial Legislature power over
" all riglitlul subjects of legi^ilation consistent with the
Constitution of the United States," uit/wut excepting
Afrii'aii Sl'ivery.
Thus terminated this great struggle in the affirmance of

the principle, as the biisis of the Compromise .Measures of
1S50, so far as they related to the organization of the Ter-
ritories, thai the people of the TerrUorie>< nhuuld decide
tlie Slavery qu,:\iioafor thenmelveis tkrour/h the action
of iheir Territorial Leginlutiire.

Tills controverted question having been definitely set-

tled, the Senate proceeded on the same day to consider the
other portions of the bill, and after striking out all except
those provisions which provided for the organization of the
Territory of Utah, ordered the bill to be engrossed for a
third reading, and on the next day—August 1, 1S50—th«
bill was read a third time, and passed.
On the 14tli of August the bill for the organization of the

Territory of New-Mexico was ttiken up, and amended so
as to conform fully to the provisions of tlie Utah Act in re-

spect to the power of the Territorial Legislature over "all
riglitl'ul subjects of legislation consistent with the Consti-
tution," without excepting African Slavery, and was or-

dered to be engrossed for a third reading without a divi-

sion ; and on the ne.xtday the bill was passed—Yeas, 27
;

Nays, 10.

These two bills were sent to the House of Representa-
tives, and passed that body without any alteration in re-

spect to the power of the Territorial Lepishitures over the
subject of Slavery, and were aiijjrcjveii by i'resident Fill-

more, September 9, 1S50.

In 18o2, when the two great political parties—Whig and
Democratic— into which the country was then divided, as-

sembled in National Convention at Baltimore for the pur-
pose of nominating candidates for the Presidency and
Vice-Presidency, each Convention adopted and affirmed
the principles embodied in the Compromise Measures of
lbo>i as rules of action by which they would be governed in

all future cases in the organization of Territoritil govern-
ments and the admission of new States.

On the 4th of January, ls54, the Committee on Temto-
ries, of the Senate, to which had been referred a bill for

the organization of the Territory of Nebraska, reported
the bill back, with an amendment, in the form of a substi-

tute for the entire bill, which, with some inodilicatious, is

now known on the statute book as the " Kaiisas-Nebrtiska
Act," accompanied by a Report explaining tiie principles

upon which it was proposed to organize those Territories,

as follows

:

" The principal amendments which your Committee deem it

their duty to commend to the favorable action of the Senate, iu
a special report, are those iu which the prineipli's established
by the (Compromise Measures of ISjO, so far as they are appli-
cable to territorial organizations, are proposed to b« affirmed
and carried Into practical operation within the limits of the
new Territory. The wisdom of those measures is attested,
not less by their salutary and beneficial elleets in alUying sec-
tional agitation and restoring peace and harmony to an irri-

tated and distracted people, than by the cordial and almost
universal approbation with which they have been received and
sanctioned by the whole country.

" In the judgment of your Committee, those measures were
intended to have a far more comprehen.iive and enduring
elfect than the mere aiyustment of the dilUeulties arising oJl
of the recent acquisition of Mexican territory. They were de-
signed to establish certain great principles, which would not
only furnish adequate remedies for existing evils, but, hi all

time to come, avoid the perils of a similar agiiaiion, by with-
drawing the question of Slavery from tlie Halls of Congress
and the political arena, and commtiiing it to the arbitrament of
those who were immediately interested in and alone responsi-
bli! for its consequences. Wi'h a view of conforming their

action to the settled policy of the (joverninent, sanctioned by
the approving voice of the American people, your Committee
have deemed it their duty to incorporate and perpetuate, in

their territorial bill, the principles and spirit of those
measures."
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Afl«r presenting and reviewing certain provisions of the

bill, the Committee conclude as loUowp ;

" From ihi'S.' provisidiis il Is appari'iil llml Iho Conipmnilsp
Measures ot liSM uUirm aud rest upou lUc following prupo-
siUons :

" ' /"in*.—That nil qufsllons pcrlainin); to Flavpry In ihi-

Terrllorii'S, and in ihe new Males lo be lonneil tlicntVoiii, me
to be lefi to Uie decision of ilie pi'ople risiding llieirni, liy

their appropriate represeulalives lo be cUoseu liy iliein for

thai purpose.
•' • Second.—That all cases involving title to slaves nnil ques-

tions of personal freedom, are referred lo the adjiiilieHiion of

the local tribunals, with the riglil of appeal to llic (supreme
Court of the foiled States.

"
' Third.—thai Ihe provision of the Constitution of the

United States In respect to fiiyiiives from service. Is i<> be < ar
ried Into faithful execution in all die organized Territories, the

same as iu the States. The substitute for the bill whirh your
Committee have prepared, and which is commended to iln-

favorable action of the Senate, proposes to carry these ])n>-

Positions and principles into practical operation, in the prucit-e

inguage of llie Coiupromise .Measures of IS&O.' "

By reference to that section of the " Kansas-Nebraska
Act" as it now stands on tlie statute book, which pre-

scribed and defined the power of the Territoriul Legishi-

ture, it will be seen that it is, " in the precise lanpuape of

the Compromise Measures of In'mp." extending the legis-

lative power of the Territory " to all rightful subjects of

legislation coni^istent with the Constitution," without ex-

cepting African Slavery.

It having been suggested, with some plausibility, during
the discussion of the bill, tliiit the act of Congress of

March 6, InJh, ))rohibitiiig Slavery north of the parallel

of 86' So' woulil dcinivc the people of the Territory of the

power of regulating the Slavery (|uestion to suit themselves
while they should remain iu a Territorial condition, and b
fore they should have the requisite population to entitle

them to admission into the I'nion as a State, an amend-
ment was prejiared by the Chairman of the Committee,
and incorporated into the bill to remove this obstacle to the

ft-ee exercise of the principle of popular sovereignty in the

Territory, while it renjaiiied in a Territorial condition, by
repealing the said act of Congress, and declaring the

true intent and meaning of a^l the friends of the bill in

Uiese words

:

" That the Constitution and all laws of the United States
winch are nol locally inapplic.ible, shall have Ihe same force
mil ellect wiihin the Terniory as elsewher* within the United
Slates, except the cigh;h seiiion of the act preparatory to the
admission of .Missouri into the liiion, approved MarchG, 182U,

which being inconsistent with the principle of non-interven-
tion by Congress with Slavery in ihe States and Territories, as
recognized by the legislatioii of 185l>, commonly called the
'Compromise Measures,' is hert-by declared inoperative and
void

—

it beitnj Iftn irtit inUiit urrl meaning of this ac( not Oi Ifgis-

hue Slacery into tin;/ Tnritnn/ or Utiite, nor lo exclude il there-

l.oin,hnt to leiin- l),e proplf (hfrc'if pe.rj'rrthj free to form and
refi'iliite Ih'ir ilonif.'-li'- in^iil'Kion.'^ in titeir oicn may, subjecl only
to tite Conttitutiun of the tj'nited Ulutes.

To which was added, on motion of Mr. Badger, the fol-

lowing :

" ProrideJ. That nothing herein contained shall be con-
strued to revive or pul in force any law or reculaiion which
m:iy have existed prior f) the act of ihe sixth of March, l&;u,

eiilier prolecling, establishing, of aboUshing slavery."

In this form, and with this distinct understanding of its

** l^ue intent and meaniDg," the bill pascsd the two homes

of Congress, and became the law of the land by the ap-

proval of the rresldcnt. May -i , lb'4.

Iu lS"j(i, the Deuiocralic party, u.s.'<enib!ed in National
Convention at Cincinnati, declared by a unanimous \ol-e

of the delegates from every State in the Union, that

—

"The Ameri<an Diiiiocrncy recnu-iiize and adi)pi ilie | i
: -

dplcR conialn.-d in ihi- <>i--Hi"iie l.iws esiaidishm^ du- 'Iriri-

lories of Kaiis.is ami .Nebraska as end.oilymi: lin- oi.ly sohii I

and safe solution ot du- ' .--lavery <|iicsiliin,' nion wliuh d.';

great national iuea of the people of this win. ie louniry cJin

repose in its determined conservatism of the Lnion—non-
inlerfereuce by Congress wiih Slavery in State and Territory,

or iu the District of i:<iliiinl)ia ;

"Thai this was the basi.s of the Compromises of )8,'4», <oii-

flrmcd by both ihe Deniorraiic and Whig parties in Nhtloi.iil

Conventiim.s—milled by the peiiide in llie el«-ct!oii of IK"'.;

—

and riglidy appli'd to the organl/aiinn i.f the Ternioiirs in

1854; Ihai by lliir nnilorm appl.ration of ihis DemoerBHC
principle to the organizadoii of 1 •iriiorli-s and :o tiie adinl"-

sioii of new Siali-s, Willi or Wiilmiu doineslie Slavrry as til- y
may elect, the equal righls of all will iie pn-served Iniael— the

original conipaeis of the Consiiiuiitin maintained inviolate—
—and the pi'rpelnity and expansion of this Union insured to

its utmost capacity of emliracing in peaire and harmony any
future American' Slate that may be constituted or annexed
wiih aUepublican form of government."

In accepting the nomination of this Convention, Mr.

Buchanan, iu a letter dated June 10, IbSG, said:

"The agitation on ihe (inesiion of domestic Slavery has too

long distracted and divi.lcd the people of this Union, and
alienated iheiratleciions from each oih.T. This agitation has
assumed maiiv forms since its i-onuueiicemcnl, but it now
seems lo be directed chidly to the Territories ; and judging
from Its present character, I think we may safely aniiclpiite

that It is rapldiv approaching a'linality.' The recent legis-

lation of Congre'ss respecting domestic Slavery, derived, as it

has lieen, from the orinii.al and pure fountain of legitimate

political power, ilie will of ihe majority, promises, ere long,

lo allay Ihe daiigerous cNciieinent. This legislalion is founded
upon iirinciph s as ancient as free government itself, and in

accordance with ihcm has simply declared dial the people of .1

Tcniiory, like those of a Siale, shall deride for themtelctr

ichrthfr i'/uicry shall or shall not exi-t iiilhin tluir liviils."

This exposition of tlie history of these measures shows
conclusively that the authors of the Compromise Measures
of 1S6I), and of the Kansas-Nebraska Act of ISM, as well

as the members of the Continental Congress of 1774, and
the founders of our system of government subsequent to

the Revolution, regarded the people of the Territories and
Colonies as political communities which were entitled to a
free and exclusive power of legislation in their Provincial

Legislatures, where their representation could alone be
preserved, in all cases of taxation and internal polity.

This right pertains to the people collectively as a law-

abiding and peaceful community, anil not to the isolated

individuals who may wander ujion the public domain in

violation of law. It can only be exercised where there are

inhabitants suflicient to constitute a government, and ca-

pable of performing its various functions and duties—

a

fact to be ascertained and determined by Congrees.

Whether the number shall be fixed at ten, fifteen or

twenty thousand inhabitants does not atfect the principle.

The principle, under our political system, is ihut every
distinct political Commnmiti/, htijal tolhe Conxtitution

and the Unitm, is entitled to all ihe riyhl'i. jiririlef/es,

and immanitii'S of self-yoeei-nmeut in respect to their

local coiwerns and internal polity, subject only to </w

Comtitution of the United titaie^t.
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NATIONAL POLITICS

SPEECH OE ABRAHAM LESTCOLN, OF ILLINOIS,

Delivered at the Cooper Institute, Monday^ Feb. 27, 18 GO.

Mr. President and FKLLnw-CnizESS of New-York :

The facts with which I shall deal this evening are mainly

old and familiar ; nor is there anything new in the gene-

ral use I shall make of tliera. If there shall be any
novelty, it will be in the mode of presenting the facts,

and the inferences and observalioiLS following that

presentation.
In his speech, last autumn, at Columbus, Ohio, as

reported iu " The New York Times," Senator Douglas

said :

" Our fathers, when they framed the Government un-

der which we live, understood tliis question just as well,

and even better than we do now."
1 fully indorse this, and I adopt it as a text for this

discourse. I so adopt it because it furnishes a precise

and an agi-eed starting point for a discussion between
Uepublicans and that wing of Democracy headed by
Senator Douglas. It simply leaves the inquiry: " What
was the understanding those fathers had of the question

mentioned?"
What is the frame of Government under which we

live?
The answer must be :

" The Constitution of the United
States " That Constitution consists of the original,

framed in 17S7 (and under which the present Govern-
ment first went into operation), and twelve subsequently

framed amendments, tlie first ten of which were framed
in 1TS9.

Who were our fathers that framed the Constitution?

I suppose the " thirty-nine" who signed the original

instrument may be fairly called our fathers who framed
that part of the present Government. It is almost

exactly true to say they frameil it, and it is altogether

true to say they fairly represented the opinion and sen-

timent of the whole nation at that time. Their names,

being familiar to nearly all, and accessible to quite all,

need not now be repeated.

I take these " thirty-nine," for the present, as being
" our fathers who framed the Government under which
we live."

What is the question which, according to the text,

those fathers understood just as well, and even better

than we do now ?

It is this : Does the proper division of local from
federal authority, or anything in the Constitution, forbid

our Federal Government to control as to Slavery in our

Federal Territories?

Upon this, Douglas holds the affirmative, and Republi-

cans the negative. This affirmative and denial form an

Issue ; and this issue— this question—is precisely what
the text declares our fathers understood better than we.

Let us now inquire whether the " thirty-nine," or any
of them, ever acted upon this question ; and if they did,

how they acted upon it—how they expressed that bet-

ter understanding.
In 17S4—three years before the Constitution—the

United States «hen owning the Northwestern Territory,

and no other—the Congress of the Confederation had
before them the question of prohibiting Slavery in that

Territory; and four of the "thirty-nine," who afterward

framed the Constitution were in that Congress, and
voted on that question. Of these, Roger Sherman,
Thomas Mifflin, and Hugh Williamson voted for the

prohibition—thus showing that, in their understanding,

no line dividing local from federal authority, nor anything

else, properly forbade the Federal Government to con-

trol as to Slavery in Federal Territory. The other of the

four—James McHenry—voted against the prohibition,

showing that, for some cause, he thought it improper to

vote for it.

In ITS', still before the Cnnstitiitiou, but rrhlle the
Convention was in session fiaming it, and while the
Northwestern Territory still was the only Territory
ovvned by the United States—the same question of pro-
hibiting Slavery in the Territory again came before the
Congress of the Confederation ; and three more of the
" thirty-nine" who afterward signed tlie Constitution,
were iu that Congress, and voteil on the question. They
were William Blount, William Few and Abraham Bald-
win ; and they all voted for the prohibition—thus show
ing that, in their understanding, no line dividing local
from feileral authority, nor anything else, properly
forbids the Federal Government to control as to Slavery
iu federal territory. This time the prohibition became
a law, being part of what is now well known as the
Ordinance of '8T.

The question of federal control of Slavery in the Ter-
ritories, seems not to have been directly before the
Convention which framed the original Constitution ; and
hence it is not recorded that the "•thirty-nine," or any
of them, while engaged on that instrument, expressed
any opinion on that precise question.
In 1789, by the first Congress which sat under the

Constitution, an act was passed to enforce the Ordinance
of 'ST, including the prohibition of Slavery in the North-
western Territory. The bill for this act was reported by
one of the "thirty-nine," Thomas Filzsimmons, then a
member of the House of Representatives from Pennsyl-
vania. It went through all its stages without a word of
opposition, and finally passed both branches without
yeas and nays, which is equivalent to a unanimous
passage. In this Congress there were sixteen of the
" thirty-nine" fathers who framed the original Constitu-

tion. They were John Langdon, Nicholas Gilman, Wra.
S. Johnson, Roger Sherman, Robert Morris, Thomas
Fitzsimmons, William Few, Abraham Baldwin, Rufus
King, William Patterson, George Clymer, Richard Bas-
sett, George Head, Pierce Butler, Daniel Carroll, James
Madison.

This shows that, in their understanding, no line

dividing local from federal authority, nor anything in

the Constitution, properly forbade Congress to prohibit

Slavery in the federal territory ; else both their fidelity

to correct principle, and their oath to support the Con-
stitution, would have constrained them to oppose the
prohibition.
Again, George Washington, another of the "thirty-

nine," was then President of the United States, and, as

such, approved and signed the bill, thus completing ita

validity as a law, and thus showing tliat, in his under-
standing, no line dividing local from federal authority,

nor anything iu the Constitution, forbade the Federal
Government, to control as to Slavery in federal terri-

tory.

No great while after the adoption of the original

Constitution, North Carolina ceded to the Federal
Government the country now constituting the State of

Teniressee ; and a few years later Georgia ceded that

which now constitutes the States of Mississippi and Ala-

bama. In both deeds of cession it was made a condition

by the ceding States that the Federal Government
should not prohibit Slavery in the ceded country.
Besides this. Slavery was then actually in the ceded
country. Under these circumstances. Congress, on
taking charge of these countries, did not absolutely

prohibit Slavery within them. IJut they did interfere

with it—lake control of it—even there, to a certain

extent. In 1T9S, Congress organized the Territory of

Mississippi. In the act of organization they prohibited

the bringing of Slaves into the Territory, from any place
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without the United States, by fine, and giving freedom
\
from federal authority, or some provision or principle of

to slaves so brought. This act passed both branches of
j
the Consliiution, stood in the way ; or Ihey may, without

Congress without yeas and nays. In that Congress any such question, liave voted against the piotiibition, on
were three of the " Ihirty-uine" who framed the original I what appeared to them to be sufficient gi ouiids of expe

Constitution. They were John Langdon, George Kead I diency. No one who has sworn to support the Constitu

and Abraham Baldwin. They all, probably, voted for

it. Certainly they would have placed their opposition

to it upon record, if, in their understanding, any line

dividing local from federal authority, or anything in the
Constitution, properly forbade the Federal Government
to control as to Slavery in federal territory.

In ISO"*, the Federal Government purchased the Louisi-

ana country. Our former territorial acquisitions came
from certain of our own States; but this Luui:<iHna

country was acquired from a foreign nation. In 1S04,

Congress gave a Territorial organization to tliat part ul

it which now constitutes the State of Louisiana. New
Orleans, lying within that part, was an old and compara-
tively large city. There were other considerable towns
and settlements, and Slavery was extensively and
thoroughly intermingled with the people. Congress liid

not, in the Territorial Act, prohibit Slnvery ; but they
did interfere witl> it.— talse ccmtrol of it—in a more marlied

and extensive way than they did in the case of Mississippi.

The substance of the provision tlierein made, in relation

to slaves, was :

First. That no slave should be imported into the Ter-

ritory from foreign parts.

Second. That no slave should be carried Into it who
had been imported into the United States since the first

day of May, 179S.

Third. That no slave shall be carried into it except by
the owner, and for his own use as a settler; the penalty
in all the ca^es being a fine upon the violator of the law,
and freedom to the slave.

This act also was passed without yeas and nays. In
the Congress which pa?sed it, there were two of the

"thirty-nine." They were Abraham Baldwin and Jona-
than Dayton. As stated in tne case of Mississippi, it is

probable ihey both voted for it. They would not have
allowed it to pass williout recording their opposition to

it, if, in their understanding, it violated either the line

proper dividing local from federal autJiority or any pro-
vision of the Constitution.

In 1819-3J, came and passed the Missouri question.

Many votes were taken, by yeas and nays, in both
branches of Congress, upon the various phases of the

general question. Two of the " thirty-nine"—Kufus King
and Cliarles Pinckney—were members of that Congress.
Mr. King steadily voted for Slavery prohibition and
aiiainst all compromises, while Mr. Pincliney as steadily
Voted agiiust Slavery proiiibition and against all compro-
mises. By tills Mr. King sliowed that, in his uuderstand-
i:ig, no line dividing local from federal authority, nor
anything iu the Constitution, was violated by Congress
prohibitinit Slavery in federal territory ; while Mr. Pinck-
ney, by his votes, showed that in his understanding there
was sufficient reason for opposing such prohibition in

that case.

The cases I have mentioned are the only acts of the
" thirty-nine," or of any of them, upon the direct issue,

whicli 1 have been able to discover.
To enumerate the persons who thus acted, as being four

in 1754, three in 17s7, seventeen in 17s9, three in 1793,
two in ISW, and two in 1319-20—Uiere would be thirty-
one of them. But this would be counting John Langdon,
Roger Sherman, William Few, Rufus King, and George
Read, each twice, and Abraham Baldwin four times. Tlie
true number of those of the "'thirty-nine" whom I have
shown to have acted upon the question, which, by the
text they understood better than we, is twenty-three,
leaving sixteen not shown to have acted upon it in any
way.
Here, then, we have twenty-three out of our " thirty-

nine" fathers who framed the Government under which
we live, who have, upon their official responsibility and
their corporal oaths, acted upon the very question which
the text affirms they " understood just as well, and even
better than we do now ;" and twenty-one of them—

a

clear majority of the whole " thirty-nine"—so acting up-
on it as to make themguilty of gross political impropriety,
and willful perjury, if, in their understanding, any proper
division between local and federal authority, or anything
in the Constitution they had made themselves, and sworn
to support, forbade the Federal Government to control as
to Slavery in the federal territories. Thus the twenty-
one acted ; and, as actions speak louder than words, ao
actions under such responsibility speak still louder.
Two of the twenty-three voted against Congressional

prohibition of Slavery in the federal Territories in the in-
ttances in which they acted upon the question. But for
what reason they so voted is not known. They may have
done so because they thought a proper division of local

10

tion, can conscientiously vote for what lie understands to

be an unconstitutional measure, however expedient be
may think it ; but one may and ought to vote against a
measure which he deems cnnstitutional, if, at the saiao

lime, be deems it inexpedient. It, Iherelore, would be
unsafe to set down even the two who voted against tliu

prohibition, as having done so because, in their under-

standing, any proper division of local from federal au-

thority, or anything in the Constitution forbade the

Federal Government to control as to Slavery in federal

territory.

The remaining sixteen of the " thirty-nine," so far as I

have discovered, have left no record of their understand-
ing upon the direct question of the control of Slavery iu

the federal territories. But there is much reason to be-

lieve that their understanding upon that question would
not have appeared different from that of their twenty-

three compeers, had it been manifested at all.

For the purjiose of adhering rigidly to the text, I have
purposely omitted whatever understanding may have
beea manifested, by any person, however distinguished,

other than the thirty-nine fathers who framed the original

Constitution ; and, for the same reason, I have also omit-

ted whatever undeistanding may have been manifested

by any of the " thirty nine" even, on any other phase of

the general question of Slavery. If we should look into

their acts and declarations on those other phases, as the

foreign slave-trade, and the morality and policy of •

Slavery generally, it would appear to us that on- the di-

rect question of federal control of Slavery in federal

territories, the sixteen, if they had acted at all, would
probably have acted just as the twenty-three did.

Among that sixteen were several of the most noted anti-

slavery men of those times— as Ur. Franklin, Alexander
Hamilton, and Qouverneur Morris—while there was not

one now known to have been otherwise, unless it may be
John Rutledge, of South Carolina.

The sum of the whole is, that of our " th'rty-nine"

fathers who framed the original Constitution, twenty-

one—a clear majority of the whole— certainly understood

that no proper division of local from federal authority

nor any part of the Constitution, forbade the Federal

Government to control Slavery in the federal territories,

while all the rest probably had the same understanding.

Such, unquestionably, was the understanding of our

fathers who framed the original Constitution ; and the

text affirms that they understood the question better

than we.
But, BO far, I have been considering the understanding

of the question manifested by the framers of the original

Constitution. In and by the original instrument, a mode
was provided for amending it ; and, as I have already

stated, the present frame of Government under which

we live consists of that original, and twelve amendatory
articles framed and adopted since. Those who now insist

that federal control of Slavery in federal territories vio-

lates the Constitution, point us to the provisions which

they suppose it thus violates ; and, as I understand, they

all fix upon provisions in these amendatory articles, arid

not in the original instrument. The Supreme Court, in

the Dred Scott case, plant themselves upon the fifth

amendment, which provides that " no person shall be de

prived of property without due process of law ;" while.

Senator Douglas and his peculiar adherents plant them-

selves upon the tenth amendment, providing that ' the

powers not granted by the Constitution, are reserved to

the States respectively, and to the people."

Now, it so happens that these amendments were framed

bj the first Congress which sat under the Constilution-

the identical Congress whiofc passed the act already men-

tioned, enforcing the prohibition of Slavery in the north-

western Territory. Not only was it the same Congress,

but they were the identical, same Individual men, who,

at the same session, and at the same time within the ses-

sion, had under consideration, and in progress toward,

maturity, these Constitutional amendments, and this act

prohibiting Slavery in all the Territory the nation then

owned. The Constitutional amendments were Introduced

before, and passed after the act enforcing the Ordinance,,

of '37 ; BO that during the whole pendency of the actio

enforce the ordinance, the Constltulional amendments
were also pending.
That Congress, consisting in all of seventy-six mem-

bers, including sixteen of the framers of the original Con-
stitution, as before slated, were preeminently our father5

who framed that part of the Government under which we
live, which, is now claimed as forbidding the Federal

Government to control Slavery in the Federal Territoriea.
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It is not a little presumptuous in any one at this day to

aSrm that llie two things wliich tliac Congress deliber-

ately framed, and carried to uiamriiy at tlie same time,

are absolutely iuoonsistent with each other ? And does
not such aiiirmation become iinpudemly absurd when
coupled with the other affirmation, from the same mouth,
that those who did the two tilings alleged to be inconsis-

t?:at understood whether they really were inconsistent
better than we—better than he who affirms that tliey are
inconsistent ?

It is surely safe to assume that the " thirty-nine "

framers of the original Constitution, and the seventy-six
members of the Congress which framed the amendments
tliereio, taken together, do certainly include those who
may be fairly called " our fathers who framed the Gov-
ernment under which we live." And so assuming, I

dely any man to show that any one of them ever, in his

whole life, declared that, in his understanding, any
proper division of local from federal authority, or any
part of the Constitution, forbade the Federal Govern-
ment to control as to Slavery in the federal territories.

1 go a step further. I defy any one to show that any
living man in tlie whole world ever did, prior to the be-
ginning of the present century (and I might almost say
prior to the beginning ot the last half of the present cen-
tury) declare that, in his understanding, any proper
division of local from federal authority, or any part of
the Constitution, forbade the Federal Government to

control as to Slavery in the federal territories. To those
who now so declare, I give, not only " our fathers who
framed the Government under which we live," but with
tliein ail other living men within the century in wliich it

was framed, among whom to search, and tliey shall not be
able to find the evidence of a single man agreeing with
tiiem.

Now, and here, let me guard a little against being mis-
anderstood. 1 do not mean to say we are bound to follow
implicitly in whatever our fathers did. To do so, would be
10 discard all tlie lights of current experience— to rgect
all progress— all improvement. What I do say is, that if

we would supplant the opinions and policy of our fathers
in any case, we should do so upon evidence so conclufive,
and argument so clear, that even their great authority,
fairly considered and weighed, cannot stand; and most
surely not in a case whereof we ourselves declare they
understood the question better than we.

If any man, at this day, sincerely believes that a
proper division of local from federal authority, or any
part of the Constitution, forbids the Federal Government
to control as to Slavery in the federal territories, he is

right to say so, and to enforce his position by all truthful
evidence and fair argument which he can. but he has no
right to mislead others, who have less access to history
and less leisure to study it, into the false belief that " our
fatliers, who framed the Government under which we
live," were of the same opinion— thus substituting false-

hood and deception for truthful evidence and f.iir argu-
ment. If any man at this day sincerely believes "our
fathers, who framed the Government under which we
live," used and applied principles, in other cases, which
oug:lit to have led them to understand that a proper
division of local from federal authority or some part of the
Constitution, forbids the federal government to control
as to Slavery in the Federal Territories, he is right to say
so. But he should, at the same time, brave the responsi-
bility of declaring that, in his opinion, he understands
tiieir principles better than they did themselves ; and
especially should he not shirk that responsibility by as-
serting that they ''understood the question just as well,
and even better, than we do now."
But enough. Let all who believe that " our fathers,

who framed the Government under wliich we live, under-
stood the question just as well, and even better, than we
do now,' speak as they spoke, and act as they acted upon
it. Tills is all Republicans ask—all Republicans desire

—

in relation to Slavery. As those fathers marked it, so let

it be again marked, as an evil not to be extended, but to be
tolerated and protected only because of and so far as its

actual presence among us makes that toleration and pro-
tection a necessity. Let all the guaranties those fathers
gave it, be not grudgingly, but fully and fairly, main-
tained. For this Kepublicaiis contend, and with this, so
far as I know or believe, they will be content.
And now, if they would listen, as I suppose they will

not, I would address a few words to the southern peo-
ple.

I

I would say to them : You consider yourselves a reason- i

able and a just people ; and I consider that in the general
qualities of reason and justice you are not inferior to any
otlier people. Still, when you speak of us Republicans,
you do so only to denounce us as reptiles, or, at the best,
as no better than outlaws. You will grant a hearing to
pirates or murderers, but nothing like it to " Black Bepub-

licans." lu all your contentions with one another, each
of you deems an unconditional condemnation of "Black
Republicanism" as the first thing to be attended to. In-

deed such condemnation of us seems to be an indUpensa-
ble prerequisite—license, so to speak, among you to te ad-
mitted or permitted to speak at all.

Now, can you, or not, be prevailed upon to pause and to

consider whether this is quite just to us, or even to your-
selves?
Bring forward your charges and specifications, and thea

be patient long enough to hear us deny or justify.

You say we are sectional. We deny it. Thai makes an
issue : and the burden of proof is upon you. You pro-
duce yodr proof; and what is it? Why, that our party
has no existence in your section—gets no votes in your
section. The fact is substantially true ; but does it prove
the issue? If it does, then in case we should, withotii

change of principle, begin to get votes in your section, we
should thereby cease to be sectional. You cannot escape
this conclusion; and yet, are you willing to abide by it?

If you are, you will probably soon find that we have
ceased to be sectional, for we shall get votes in your sec-

tion this very year. You will then begin to discover, aa
the truth plainly is, that your proof does not touch the
Issue. The fact that we get no votes in your section is a
fact of your making, and not of ours. And if there be
fault m that fact, that fault is primarily j'ours, and re-

mains so until you show that we repel you by some wrong
principle or practice. If we do repel you by any wrong
principle or practice, the fault is ours ; but this brings you
to where you ought to have started—to a discussion of the
right or wrong of our principle. If our principle, put in

practice, would wrong your section for the benefit of ours,

or for any other object, then our principle, and we with it,

are sectional, and are justly opjiosed and denounced aa
such. Meet us, then, on the question of whether our prin-
ciple, put in practice, would wrong your section; and so
meet it as if it were possible that something may be said
on our side. Do you accept the challenge? No? Then
you really believe that the principle which our fathers wlio
framed the Government under which we live thought so
clearly right as to adopt it, and indorse it again and
again, upon their official oaths, is, in fact, so clearly

wrong as to demand your condemnation without a mo-
ment's consideration.
Some of you delight to flaunt in our faces the warning

against sectional parties given by Washington in his

Farewell Address. Less than eight years before Wash-
ington gave that warning he had, as President of the
United States, approved and signed an act of Congress en-
forcing the prohibition of Slavery in the northwestern Terri-

tory, which act embodied the policy of the Government
upon that subject, up to and at the very moment he
penned that warning; and about one year after he penned
it he wrote Lafayette, that he considered that proliibition

a wise measure, expressing in the same connection his

hope that we should sometime have a confederacy of free

States.

Bearing this in mind, and seeing that sectionalism has
since arisen upon this same subject, is that warning a
weapon in your hands against us, or, in our hands, against
you ? Could Washington himself speak, would he cast the
blame of that sectionalism upon us, who sustain his policy,

or upon you, who repudiate it ? We respect that warning
of Washington, and we commend it to you, together witli

his example pointing to the right application of it.

But you say you are conservative—eminently conserva-
tive—while we are revolutionary, destructive, or some-
thing of the sort. What is conservatism ? Is it not ad-
herence to the old and tried, against the new and untried?
We stick to, contend for, the identical old policy on the
point in controversy which was adopted by our fathers

whd framed the Government under which we live ; while

you, with one accord, reject, and scout, and spit upon that

old policy, and insist upon substituting something new.
True, you disagree among yourselves as to what that sub-
stitute shall be. You have considerable variety of new
propositions and plans, but you are unanimous in rejecting

and denouncing the old policy of the fathers. Some of
you are for reviving the foreign slave-trade ; some for a con-
gressional slave-code for the Territories; some for Con-
gress forbidding the Territories to prohibit Slavery within
their limits; some for maintaininj Slavery in the Territo-

ries through the judiciary ; some for the " gur-reat pur-rin-

ciple" that " if one man would enslave another, no third

person should object," fantastically called " Popular So-

vereignty ;" but never a man among you in favor of fede-

ral prohibition of Slavery in Federal Territories, according
to the practice of our fathers who framed the Government
under which we live. Not one of all your various plans
can show a precedent or an advocate in the century with-

in which our Government originated. Consider, then,

whether your claim of conservatism for yourselves, and
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your charge of destructlvenesa against us, are based on
the most clear and stuble fouudiitions.

Again, .vou say we have made tlie Slavery question
more pruiiiinent than it formerly was. We deny it. We
admit that it is more prominent, but we deny that we
made it so. It was not we, but you, who discarded the
aid policy of the fathe s. We resisted, and still resist,

your innovation ; and thence comes tlie greater promi-
nence of the question. Would you have that question re-

duced to its former proportions? (io baclc to that old

policy. What has been will be again, under the same
conditions. If you would have the peace of the old
limes, re-adopt the precepts and policy of the old times.

You charge that we stir up insurrections among your
slaves. We deny it ; and what is your proof ? Harper's
Ferry ! John Urown ! John Brown was no Republican

;

and you have failed to implicate a single Kepublican in

his Hiirper's Ferry enterprise. If any member of our
party is guilty in that matter, you know it, or you do not
know it. If you do know it, you are inexcusable to not
designate tlie man, and prove the fact. Ifyoudonot
know it, you are inexcusable to assert it, and especially
to persist in the assertion after you have tried and failed

to make the proof. Y"U need not be told that persisting
in a charge which one does not know to be true, is sim-
ply a malicious slander.
Some of you admit that no Kepublican designedly

aided or encouraged the Harper's Keriy affair ; but still

insist that our doctrines and declarations necessarily
lead to such results. We do not believe it. We know
we hold to no doctrine, and make no declarations, which
were not held to and made by our fathers who framed
the Government under which we live. You never dealt
fairly by us in lelution to this affair. When it occurred,
some important !>tate elections were near at hand, and
you were in evident glee with the belief that, by charg-
ing the blame upon us, you could gel an advantage of us
iu tliose elections. The elections came, and your ex-
pectations were not quite fulUlled. Kvery Kepublican
man knew that, as to himself at least, your charge was a
slander, and he was not much inclined by it to cast his

vote in your favor. Kepublican doctrines and declara-
tions are accompanied with a continual protest against
any interference whatever with your slaves, or with you
about your slaves. Surely, this does not encourage them
to revolt. True, we do, in common with our fathei-s, who
framed the Government under which we live, declare
our belief that Slavery is wrong ; but the slaves do not
hear us declare even this. For anything we say or do,

the slaves would scarcely know there is a Kepublican
party. I believe they would not, in fact, generally know
it but fur your misrepresentations of us, iu their heaiing.
lu your political contests among yourselves, each fac-
tion charges the other with sympathy with Black Ke-
publicanism ; and then, to give point to the charge,
tiefines Black Kepublicanisui to simply be insurrection,
blood and thunder among the slaves.

Slave insurrections are no more common now than
they were before the Kepublican party was organized.
What induced the Southampton insurrection, twenty-
eight years ago, in which, at least, three times as many
lives were lost as at Harper's Ferry ? Vou can scarcely
stretch your very elastic fancy to the conclusion that
Southampton was got up by Black Kepublicanism. In
the present state of things in the United States, I do not
think a general, or even a very extensive slave insurrec-

tion, is possible. The indispensable concert of action
cannot be attained. The slaves have no means of rapid
co.^lmuuication; nor can incendiary free men, black or
white, supi)ly it. The explosive materials are every-
where in parcels ; but there neither are, nor can be sup-
plied. Uie indispensable connecting trains.

>luch is said by Southern people about the affection of
slaves for their masters and mistresses ; and a part of it,

at least. Is true. A plot for an uprising could scarcely be
ilevised and communicated to twenty individuals before
some one of thera, to save the life of a favorite master or
mistress, would divulge it. This is the rule ; and the

slave-revolution in Hayti was not an exception to it, but a
case occurring under i)eculiar circumstances. The gun-
powder plot of British history, though not connected with
slaves, was more in point. In that case, only about twenty
were admitted to the secret; and yet one of them, in his

anxiety to save a friend, betrayed the plot to that friend,

and, by consequence, averted the calamity. Occasional
poisonings from the kitchen, and open or stealthy assassi-

nations in the field, and local revolts extending to a score

or so, will continue to occur as the natural results of Sla-

very ; but no general insurrection of slaves, as I think, can
happen in this country for a long time. Whoever much
fears, or much hopes, for such an event, will be alike dis-

ajipointed.

Ir the language of Mr. Jefferson, uUereA m.ir,y yAj»r<i

I ago, " It is still In our power to direct the prooeM of eman-
cipation, and deportation, peaceably, and in such slow

' degrees, as that the evil will wear off Insensibly ; and their

I

places be, pari pnsmt, filled up by free white laborers.

If, on t!ic contrary, it is left to force itself on, human na-
ture must shudder at the prospect held up."

Mr. JelTerson did not mean to say, nor do I, that the
power of emanoiiiation is in the Federal liovernmcnt. He
spoke of Virginia ; and, as to the power of emancipation,
I speak of the slaveholding States only.

The Federal Government, however, as we Insist, has the
power of restraining the extension of the institution—the
l)ower to insure that a slave Insurrection shall never occur
on any American soil wiiich is now free from Shivei-y.

John Brown's ell'ort was peculiar. It was not a slave In-

surrection. It was an altemiil by white men to get up a
revolt among slaves, in which the slaves refused to partici-

pate. In fact, it was so al)surd t'.iat the slaves, with all

their ignorance, saw )>lainly enough it could not succeed.
That alTair, in its phiIosoi>hy, correspomls with many at-

temjits relateil in history, at the assassination of Kings and
Kmperors. An i.ntlmsiast brooils over the oi>pression of a
jjcople till he fancies himself connuissioned by Heaven to

liberate them, lie ventures the attemi)t, which ends in

little else than in Ids own execution. Orsini's attempt on
Louis Napoleon, ami .lohn Brown's attempt at Harper's
Ferry, were, in their philosojjhy, jirecisely the same. The
eagerness to ca.'st blame on old Kngland in the one case,
and on New England in the other, does not disprove the
sameness of the two things.^
And how nmch would it arail you, if you could, by the

use of John Brown, Helper's book, and the like, break up
the Kepublican organization';' Human action can be mod-
ified to some extent, but human nature cannot be changed.
There is a judgment and a feeling against Slavery in this

nation, which cast at least a million and a half of votes.

You cannot destroy that judgment and feeling—that sen-

timent—by breakhig u]) the political organization which
rallies around it. \au. can scarcely scatter and disperse

an army which has been formed into order in the face of

your heaviest fire, but if you could, how much would you
gain by forcing the sentiment whicli created it out of the

peaceful channel of the ballot box, into some other chan-
nel? What would tliat other channel i)robably be ? Would
the number of John Browns be lessened or enlarged by the
operation ?

But you will break up the Union rather than submit to a
denial of your constitutional rights.

That lias a somewhat reckless sound ; but it would be
palliated, if not fully justified, were we proposing, by the

mere force of numbers, to deprive you of some rigiit,

plainly written down iu the Constitution. But we are pro-

posing no such thing.

When you make these declarations, you have a specific

and well-understood allusion to an assumed constitutional

right of yours, to take slaves into the federal territories,

and to hold them there as property. But no such right is

specifically written in the Constitution. That instrument

is literally silent about any such right. We, on the con-

trary, deny that such a right has any existence in the Con-
stitution, even \iy implication.

Your purpose, then, plainly stated, is, that you will

destroy tlie Government, unless you be allowed to con-

st ue and enforce tjie Constitution as you please, on all

points in dispute between you and us. You will rule or

ruin in all events.

This, plainly stated, is your language to us. Perhaps
you will say the Supreme Court has decided the disputed

Constitutional question in your favor. Not quite so.

But waiving the lawyer's distinction between dictum and
decision, the Courts have decided the question for you
in a sort of way. The Courts have substantially said, it

is your Constitutional right to take slaves into the

federal territories, and to bold them there as property.

When I say the decision w.as made in a sort of way, ".

mean it was made in a divi<led Court by a bare majority

of the Judges, and they not quite agreeing with one
another in the reasons for making it ; that it is so made
as that its avowed supporters disagiee with one another

about its meaning, and that it was mainly based upon a

mist, ken statement of fact—the statement in the opinion

that " the right of property in a slave is distinctly and
expressly affirmed in the Constitution."

An inspection of the Constitution will show that the

right of property in a slave is not distinctly and expressly

atfirmedinit. Bear in mind the Judges do not pledge

their judicial opinion that such is right Is Impliedly af-

firmed in the Constitution ; but they pledge their veracity

that it is distinctly and expressly affirmed theie—" dis-

tinctly," that is, not niingleil with anything else—" ex-

pressly," that Is, in words meaning just that, witliout the

aid of any inference, and susceptible of no other meaning.
If they had only pledged their judicial opinion that
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such right is affirmed in the instrument by implication,

it would be open to others to show that neither the word
" slave" nor " Slavery" is to be found in the Constitu-

tion, nor the word " property" even, in any connection

with the language alluding to the things slave, or Slavery,

and that wherever in that instrument the slave is alluded

to, he is called a " person ;" and wherever his master's

legal right in relation to him is alluded to, it is spoken of

as " service or labor due," as a " debt" payable in

service or labor. Also, it would be opea to show, by
contemporaneous history, that this mode of alluding to

slaves and Slavery, instead of speaking of them, was em-
ployed on purpose to exclude from the Constitution the

idea that there could be property in man.
To show all this is easy and certain.

AVhen this obvious mistake of the Judges shall be
brought to their notice, it is not reasonable to expect

that they wiU withdraw the mistaken statement, and
reconsider the conclusion based upon it ?

And then it is to be remembered that '' our fathers, who
flamed the Government under which we live"—the men
who made the Constitution—decided this same Constitu-

tional question in our favor, long ago—decided it without

a division among themselves, when making the decision

;

without division among themselves about the meaning
of it after it was made, and so far as any evidence is

left, without basing it upon any mistaken statement of

facts.

Under all these circumstances, do you really feel

yourselves justified to break up this Government, un-

less such a court decision tb yours is shall be at once
submitted to as a conclusive and final rule of political

action?
But you will not abide the election of a Republican

President. In that supposed event, you say, you will

destroy the Union ; and then, you say, the great crime of

having destroyed it will be upon us ?

That is cool. A highwayman holds a pistol to my ear,

and mutters through his teeth, " stand and deliver, or I

shall kill you, and then you will be a murderer !"

To be sure, what the robber demanded of me—my
money—was my own ; and I had a clear right to keep
it ; but it was no more my own than my vote is my own

;

aud the threat of death to me to extort my money, and
the threat of destruction to the Union, to extort my
vote, can scarcely be distinguished in principle.

A few words now to Kepublicans. It is exceedingly

desirable that all parts of this great Confederacy shall

be at peace, and in harmony, one with another. Let us

UepubUcans do our part to have it so. Even though
much provoked, let us do nothing through passion and
ill temper. Even though the southern people will not so

much as listen to us, let us calmly consider their

demands, and yield to them if, in our deliberate view of

our duty, we possibly can. Judging by all they say and
do, and by the subject and nature of their controversy

with us, let us determine, if we can, what will satisfy them?
Will they be satisfied if the Territories be uncondition-

ally surrendered to them ? We know they will not. In

all their present complaints against us, tlie Territories are

scarcely mentioned. Invasions and insurrections are the

rage now. Will it satisfy them if, in the future, we have
nothing to do with invasions and insurrections? We
know it will not. We so know because we know we never

had anything to do with invasions and insurrections
;

and yet this total abstaining does not exempt us from the

charge and the denunciation.

The question recurs, what will satisfy them? Simply
this : We must not only let them alone, but we must,

somehow, convince them that we do let them alone. This,

we know by experience, is no easy task. We have been

so trying to convince them, from the very beginning of

our organization, but with no success. In all our plat-

forms and speeches we have constantly protested our pur-

pose to let them alone ; but this has had no tendency to

convince them. Alike unavailing to convince them is

the fact that they have never detected a man of us in

any attempt to disturb them.

These natural, and apparently adequate means all fail-

ing, what will convince them? This, and this only:
cease to call Slavery wrong, and join them in calling it

right. And this must be done thoroughly—done in acta
as well .n.s in words. Silence will not be tolerated—we
must plai;e ourselves avowedly with them. Douglas's
new sedition law must be enacted and enforced, suppress-

ing all declarations that Slavery is wrong, whether made
in polities, in presses, in pulpits, or in private. We must
arrest and return their fugitive slaves with greedy
pleasure. We must pull down our Free State constitutions.

The whole atmosphere must be disinfected from all taint

of opposition to Slavery, before they will cease to believe

that all their troubles proceed from us.

I am quite aware they do not state their case precisely

in this way. Most of' them would probably say to us,
" Let us alone, do nothing to us, and say what you pleasa
about Slavery." But we do let them alone—have never
disturbed them—so that, after all, it is what we say,
which di3sati^fies them. They will continue to accuse us
of doing, until we cease saying.

I am also aware they have not, as yet, in terms,
demanded the overthrow of our Free State Constitutions.

Yet those constitutions declare the wrong of Slavery,

with more solemn emphasis, than do all other sayings
against it; aud when all tliese other sayings shall have
been silenced, the overthrow of these constitutions will

be demanded, and nothing be left to resist the demand.
It is nothing to the contrary, that they do not demand the

whole of this just now. Demanding what they do, aiid

for the reason they do, they can voluntarily stop nowhere
short of this consummation. Holding, as they do, that

Slavery is morally right, and socially elevating, they can-
not cease to demand a full national recognition of it, as

a legal right, and a social blessing.

Nor can we justifiably withhold this, on any ground
save our conviction that Slavery is wrong. If Slavery is

right, all words, acts, laws, and constitutions against it,

are themselves wrong, and should be silenced, and swept
away. If it is right, we cannot justly object to its nation-

ality—its universality ; if it is wrong, they cannot justly

insist upon its extension—its enlargement. All they ask,

we could readily grant, if we thought Slavery right ; all

we ask, they could as readily grant, if they thought it

wrong. Their thinking it riglit, aud our thinking it

wrong, is the precise fact upon which depends the wliola

controversy. Thinking it right, as they do, they are not
to blame for desiring its full recognition, as being right

;

but, thinking it wrong, as we do, can we yield to them?
Can we cast our votes with their view, and against our
own ? In view of our moral, social, and political respon-
sibilities, can we do this?

Wrong as we think Slavery is, we can yet afford to let

it alone where it is, because that much is due to iha

necessity arising from its actual presence in the nation ;

but can we, while our votes will prevent it, allow it to

spread into the National Territories, and to overrun tis

here in these Free States ?

If our sense of duty forbids this, then let us stand by
our duty, fearlessly and effectively. Let us be diverted by
none of those sophistical contrivances wherewith we are

so industriously plieii and belaboreil—contrivances such

as groping for some middle ground between the right and
the wrong, vain as the search for a man who should ba

neither a living man nor a dead man—such as a policy

of " don't care" on a question about which all true men
do care—such as Union appeals beseeching true Union
men to yield to Disunionists, reversing the divine rule,

and calling, not the sinners, but the righteous to repent-

ance—such as invocations to Washington, imploring men
to unsay what Washington said, and undo what Washing-

ton did.

Neither let us be slandered from our duty by false

accusations against us, nor frightened from it by menaces
of destruction to the Government, nor of dungeons to

ourselves. Let us have faith that right makes might, and
in that faith, let us, ts '.he «nd, dare to do our duty, as

we understand it.
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MR. BRECKINRIDGE ON NATIONAL POLITICS.

SPEECH AT FRANKFORT, KY.

The IIon. Jons C. Breckikridgk delivered

the following speech on the general political

topics of the day before the Legislature of Ken-
tucky at Frankfort in Dec. 185'J. Mr. Breckin-

ridge had been recently elected to the United

States Senate, by the Kentucky Legislature
;

and after returning his thanks for tlie distin-

guished honor, and promising to serve the State

to the best of his ability, he continued as

follows

:

The election took place on Monday. The day before

I received a letter signed by a number of gentlemen in

the Legislature, asking my opinion in reference to the

l)REi> I^COTT decision, in reference to Territorial Sover-

eignty, and the power of Congress to protect the property

of citizens within the Territories. 1 received that letter

with profound respect, and only regret it did not come
to my hands in time, that 1 might answer it before the

election. l!ut yet I am glad that I could not answer it

before thai day, for your choice is a sort of indorsement
of my soundness upon those questions. I confess I was
somewhat gratitied that the election took place before

I had those questions to answer. It was utterly impossi-

ble for me to have returned an answer before the time

fixed by your law for the election, but, I never intended
to fail in this answer. 1 never should have failed. Had
it been one who signed it, instead of twenty, the result

would have been precisely the same.
Besides this, it would have been of but little conse-

quence, be the answer before or after. I belong to that

school of politics that believes in instruction, and when-
ever I am not ready to receive the instructions of the

Hate, I stand ready to give back the trust confided in

my bands.

THE DRED SCOTT DECISION.

Gentlemen,! bow to the decision of the Supreme Court
of the United States upon every question within its

proper jurisdiction, whether it corresponds with my pri-

vate opinion or not ; only, I bow a trifle lower when it

happens to do so, as the decision in the Dred Scott case
does. I approve it in all its parts as a sound exposition
of the law and constitutional rights of the States, and
citizens that inhabit them, (.\pplause.) It may not be
improper for me here to add that so great an interest did
1 take in that decision, and in its principles being sus-

tained and understood in the commonwealth of Ken-
tucky, that I took the trouble, at my own cost, to print

or have printed a large edition of that decision to scat-

ter it over the Slate, and unless the mails have miscar-

ried, there is scarcely a member elected to the Legisla-

ture who has not received a copy with my frank.

To approve the decision of the Supreme Court in the
Dred Scott case would seem to settle the whole question
of Territorial Sovereignty, as I think will presently ap-
pear ; but, in order that no one may misunderstand
my views on that question, I will, with your leave, de-

lain you with a brief review of what was done as to the
Slavery question up to the time of that decision, refer-

ring aUo lo ihe duties Imposed by it.

THE MISSOIJRI LINE.

I w.iJi in the Congress of the United States when that
Missouri line was repealed. 1 never would have voted for

any bill organizing tlie Territory of Kansas ;is long as that

odious stigma upon our institutions remained upon the

statute-book. 1 voted cheerfully for its repeal, and In do-

ing that I cast no reflection upon the wise patriots who
Acquiesced in it at the time it was established. It was re-

pealed, and we passed the act known as the Kansas-Ne-
braska bill. The Abolition, or qiuiid Abohlion party of
the United States were constantly contending that it was
the right of Congress to prohibit Slavery in the common
Territories of the Union. The Oemocratic party, aided by
most of the gentlemen from the South, took the opposite
view of the case. Our ol>ject was, if possible, to withdraw
that question from the Halls of Congress, and place it

where it could no longer risk the public welfare and the
public interest. In the Congress of the United States it

had been agitated all the time, to the disadvantage of the
South; accordingly (I have not a copy of the bill before
me now, but I remember its leading provisions), a bill was
passed, repealing the Missouri line, and leaving those Ter-
ritories upon the contract and the assertion Uiat the bill

made. Did we intend by it to legLshite Slavery into Kan-
Siis and Nebraska ? We denied that, and denied it upon
the face of the bill itself. The settlement thus made, af-

terward received the approval of tlie people of the whole
country. The bill said within itself, not that we intend to
legislate Slavery into the Territories, but to leave the peo-
ple free to form their own domestic institutions, subject
only to the Constitution of the United States. That was
as much as we could agree ujion. There was a juiint upon
which we could not agree. A considerable jiortion of the
Northern Democracy held that Slavery was in di-rogation
of common right, and could only exist by force of positive
law. They contended that the Constitution did not furnish
that law, and that the slaveholder could not go into the
Territories with his" slaves with the Constitution to author-
ize him in holding his slaves as property, or to protect him.
The South, generally, without distinction of party, held the
opposite view. They held that the citizens of all the
States may go with whatever was recognized by the Con-
stitution as property, and enjoy it. Thai did not seem to

be denied to any article of prupert.v except slaves. Ac-
cordingly, the bill contained the provision, that any ques-
tion in-reference to Slavery should be referred to the court
of the United States, and the understanding was, that what-
ever the judicial decision should he, it would be binding
upon all parties, nol only by virtue of the agreement, but
under the obligation of the citizens to respect the author-
ity of the legally constituted courts of the country.

WfTAT HE S.VII) IN IS.'it).

It was under these circumstances, while the Territory of

Kansas was in a state of commotion, and when that ques-

tion had not been determined by the courts, that the can-

vass of 1S56 came on. It became my duty, by the re-

(|uest of my friends, to visit the States of Ohio, Indiana,

Michig.in and Pennsylvania. In all those States I made
speeches. In all those States I uttered the same opinions

and declared Ihe same principles that I have ever done in

the commonwealth of Kentucky, and am ready to do again.

None other I

It has been charged that the Democratic party of the

country, ami particularly of the South, desired to employ
the Federal (loverniiient for the purpose of propagating

Slavery and slave legislation in the Territories. I denied

that the Democratic party desired to use the Federal Gov-
ernment for the propagation of Slaverv, and I never con-

ceded what we believed to be our constitutional right to its

protection, and what the decision of the Supreme Court

has allowed to be our right, I said—yes ! I did say that the

Democratic party of this country, in its federal aspect,

was neither a I'ro-Slavery nor an An.l-Slavery party, but

a constitutional party, and I repeat it here to-night. (Ap-

plause. > I do nol believe it Is. I do not believe that the

Federal Government was organized for either purpose, but

to i)rotccl the rights adjudicated by the courts. All

those belong to the Suites themselves.

These were Ihe decla;aiionsthat I made, of which some-
thing has been beard in all the States. I made tbo
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declarations that I am willing to make before my own
constituents ; I made the declarations that I am willing

to stand here and repeat. (Applause) We had confi-

dence in our own view of our own rights. Our northern
friends had their views. It was a paradoxical question,

and we gave it to the Courts.

Well, the Courts did decide the very question, which
had been submitted to them, not upon a case from Kan-
sas, but in another case. 'Without going into the argu-

ment, for time does not permit of that, let me give you
the conclusion. In the opinion of the Court in the case
of Dred Scott, it is said :

" Upon these considerations, It is the ophiion of thfi Court
lh:ii the act of Congress wliich prohibits a ciiizen from holding
anil owning property of this kind in the Territory of the

United Stales, norlh of the line herein mentioned, is not
warranted by the Constitution, and is therefore void ; aj-d that

neither Dred Scott himself nor any of his family were made
free by being carried into this Territory, even if they had
been carried there by the owner, wiih the intention of becom-
lag a permanent resident."

Again

:

" The powers over person and property of which we speak,
are not only not granted to Congre.ss, but are in express terms
denied, and they are forbidden to exercise them. And this

prohibition is not confined to the States, but the words are
general, and extend to the whole territory over which the

Constitution gives it power to legislate, including those por-
tions of it remaining under Territorial government, as well as
that covered by States. It is a total absence of power every-
where within the dominion of the United States, and places
the citizen of a Territory, so far as those rights are concerned,
on the same footing with citizens of the States, and guards
them as firmly and plainly against any inroads which the
G-eneral Government might attempt, undiT the plea of implied
or incidental power. And if Congress itself cannot do this

—

if it is beyond the powers conferred on the Federal Govern-
ment—it will be admitted, we presume, tliat it could not
authorize a Territorial government to exercise them. It

could confer no power on any local government, established

by its authority, to violate the provisions of the Constitution."

Thus the highest court in the United States settled the
very question referred to it as the disputed point, not leg-

islative in its character, on which Congress could not
agree when the Kansas-Nebraska bill passed. The view
that we in the Southern States took of it was sustained,

that in the Territories, the common property of the

Union, pending their Territorial condition, Congress
itself nor the Territorial Government had the power to

confiscate any description of pioperty recognized in the

States of the Union. The Court drew no distinction be-

tween slaves and other property. It is true some foreign

philanthropists and some foreign writers do undertake to

draw this distinction, but these distinctions have nothhig
to do with our system of Government. Our Government
rests not upon the speculations of phlanthropic writers,

but upon the plain understanding of a written constitution

which determines it, and upon Uiat alone. It is the
result of positive law; therefore we are not to look to

the analogy of the su[>posed law of nations, but tc regard
the Constitution itself, which is the written expression of

the respective powers of the Government and the rights

of the States.

UXFRIE.NDLY LEGISLATION.

Well, that being the case, and it having been authorita-
tively determined by the very tribunal to wliich it was re-

ferred Hint Congress had no power to exclude slave
property from the Territory, and judiciously determined
that the Territorial Legislatures, authorities created by
Congress, had not the power to exclude or confiscate

slave property, I confess that I had not anticipated that
the doctrines of unfriendly legislation would be set up.
Hence, I need not say to you thut I do not believe in the

doctrine of unfriendly legislation ; that I do not believe in

the authority of Territorial Legislatures to do by indirec-

tion what they cannot do directly I repose upon the

decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, as to

the point that neither Congress nor the Territorial Legis-

lature has the right to obstruct or confiscate the property
of any citizen, slaves included, pending the territorial

condition. (Applause.)

I do not see any escape from that decision, if you
admit that the question was a judicial one ; if you admit
the decision of the Supreme Court, and if you stand by
the decision of the highest Court of the country.
The Supreme Court seems to have recognized it as the

duty— iis the duty of the Courts of this Union in their pro-
per sphere to execute this constitutional right, thus
adjudicated by the Supreme Court, in llie following lan-

guage. In speaking of the acquisition of territory, they
pronounce it a political question for Congress to deter-

mine what territory they acquire and how many. Now
mark the words of the Court

:

" And whatever the political department of the Government
shall recognize as within the Umits of the United States, tlia

Judicial DepartmeHit Is also bound to recognize, and toad-
minister in it the laws of the United Slates, so far as ih(^y apply,
and to maintain in the territory the authority and rights of the
Government, and also the political right and rights of properly
of individual citizens as secured by the Constituiion. All we
mean to say on this point is, tjiat as there is no express regu-
lation in the Constitution deflaing the power which the. (renerai
Government miy exercise over thi^ p>»r3on or property of a
citizen in a territory thus acquired, the Court must necessarily
look to the prorisions and principles of the t'onslitution audit*
distribution of powers, for the rules ani principles bj which
Its decision must be governed."

So that in regard to slave property, as in regard to any
other property recognized and guarde'd by the Constitu-

tion, it is the liuty, according to the Supreme Court, of all

the Courts of the country to protect and guard it by their
decision, whenever tlie question is brought before them.
To wliich I will only add this, that the judicial decisions
in our favor must be maintaineil—these judicial decisions
in our favor must be sustained. (Applause.)

SLATE CODE.

If present remedies are adequate to sustain these de-
cisions, I would have nothing more done, I, with many
oilier public men in the country, believe tlioy are able
If ttiey are not—if they cannot be enforced for want of
the proper legislation to enforce them, sufficient legisla-

tion must be passed, or our Government is a failure.

(Applause.) Gentlemen, I see no escape from that con-
clusion.

At the same time, fellow-citizens, I make no hesitation
in saying to you thai I trust the time will never come

—

I trust tlie time will never come when it may be deemed
necessary for the Congress of the United States in any
form to interfere with ttiis question in the Territories. So
far it lias been only productive of evil to us, and it would
portend only evil in the future. At present there is no
question before Congress. No Soutlieru Representative
or Senator proposes legislation on that point—no com-
plaint comes from any territory—tliere is no evidence
that the existing laws and decisions of the Courts are not
adequate to protect every description of property recog-
nized by the several States. None whatever. I'herefore,

in my ojiinion, and I submit it humbly and with defe-
rence, our true policy is not to anticipate trouble, but to

let the matter rest upon the E.xecutive, upon the existing
laws, and upon the decisions of the Courts. (Ajjplause.J

I will add this : we must never give up the principle, we
must never give up the question that has been judiciously
decided, that this constitutional right exists. We must
stand by tliat decision. We must hold to our constitu-
tional rights, but I would never prematurely raise the
question to distract the country, when tbere is no voice
calling for it. North, K.ist, South or West. (Applause.)
I say we must hold to the principle—we must stand b.yit.

We stand in a good position. We have Hie Executive,
we have the laws, we have the decisions of the Courts, anil

that is a great advance from wliere we stood ti-n years
ago.

I am glad—although we did not succeed as we desired
in Kansas—I am glad that the territorial question is

nearly fouglit out. It is nearly fought out. I know of

no existing Territory where this quesiion can arise. As
to the territory simth of the line, where slave labor is

really profitable, 1 have not a doubt but that the climate
and interest, and the proximity of slaveholders, and the

Constitution and iaw.^, and the decision of the Court,
will sustain and protect us therein the full enjoyment of

our rights, and in making Southern territory out of

Southern soil. While I would not give up the principle,

I never have believed, and I do not believe now, in the

possibility of Slavery planting itself in a territory against

the determined opposition of the inhabitants, any more
than I believe the institution of Slavery could continue in

existence in Kentucky for three years against the desire
of the voters of the Commonwealth, even with the con-
stitutional restictions that are here thrown around it.

Still, I would save the question and the principle, and
never let go the constitutional right, because our protec-
tion in the Union consists in a strict adherence to the
provisions of the Constitution. When we allow an infrac-

tion of the Constitution on any one point, we lose our
claim to the observance of the whole. We should insist,

to the last that the Oonsiitutioii of the country shall be
sustained in every particular. (A voice—" Good.")

THE PERIL OP THB COUNTRY.

Fellow-citizens, if you will allow me, I will offer you
some observations upon another aspect of public alT.iirs.

We have been talking of things that concern us no more
than they concern others, but we have questions to deter-

mine that come nearer home—ijuestious that came to our
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firesides. According to my humble judgnient, the con-

dition of our counlry was never so perilous us it is at

this hour ; and it" tilings go drifting on as they li^ive of

Inte, we shall hiive to determine questions of far nearer

Titality than the territorial question.

I hope I do not speak in the spirit of an alarmist or a

demagogue, but since I have been acquainted with public

affairs (jnd men older and wiser than myself say the

same thing) there never was a time when the interests of

tliis Union were iu so much peril, and when the feelings of

our people were so much alienated as at this hour.

Certainly if Ihe aspect of affairs at Washington is in tlie

gliglitest degree indicative of the feeling elsewhere, that

remark is iruih.

ITS CAUSE.

Fellow-citizens, the danger arises, In the opinion of

our wisest and best men, from the character and purpose
and aim of an organization in the country called the Ke-
publican party.

I do nut think we fully realize what are the objects,

purposes and aims of the Republican party, what it

intends, and what would be the consequences to us of

their success and dominion in Ihe United States. If you
will allow me, therefore, I have gathered together three

or four facts—mere expressions—mere illustrations or

examples, from many thousands of kindred characters,
for the purpose of showing what its objects are—to show
what we may expect to follow their success.

IJIS VIEWS OF REPUDLICANISM.

First is their platform, made three years ago, but
beyond which they have far advanced. Like all aggres-
sive organizations, lite rear rank of tlie IJepuljIican

party marclies up and comes upon the ground tlial the
advanced guard occupied mouths before, while the ad-
vanced guard is going ahead. The Uepublicans are far

in advance of their platform, but we have there enough
to put us on our guard.
What are our rights ? Have we not a right to have our

fugitives returned ? If there is a plainer provision than
that in the instrument, what is it ? Have we not a rigiit

to live in peace in this Union? What was the Constitu-
tion formed for? Wlien the Constitution was made, was
it not made by brethren ? Was it not made that this

political organization sliould be carried on in peace and
harmony ? Have we not a right to demand of our sister

States, iliat we may live togetlier in peace with our
respective State' institutions, witli our whole domestic
policy? And is it not a gross violation of the Constitu-
tion not to allow us to live in peace, as to refuse to return
our fugitives from labor that have escaped into other
States? Do they intend to do it? No, they do not.
They begin by declaring tlie Declaration of Independence
is a rule of our political action. Here is the declaration
of the Ilepublican platform, adopted three years ago,
beyond which they have now far advanced:

" Rrmhul, That with our Rppublican fathers we hold it to
be a selfevideat truiii that cil mrn are endowed wi;li the in-
alienable right of Ufrt, hoerty and the pursuit of happiness,
aud that the primary object and ulterior design of our Kederal
•iovernmenl were to secure these rights to all persons under
Its exclusive jurisdiction ; that as our Kepulilicau f.v.hers,

wtien ihey had abulished Slavery in all our naiional lerriiory,

orJained that no person should be deprived of life, hbeny and
property, without due process of law, it becomes our duty to

maintain this provision of the Constitution against all attempts
to violate it fur the purpose of establishing Mavery in [h>t Ter-
ritories of the United Stales by positive legislation, proliibiiiog

lia existence or exteusiou therein.

This is a positive pledge, that as soon as that party
obtains power, it will recognize the equality of the negro
with the white man. Its object will be to give him those

rights to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. To
maintain that equality what follows ? Everybody knows
that when they obtain the power in the District of Co-
lumbia, they will abolish Slavery there ; when they ob-

tain the power, they will undertake to abolish it in the

forts, arsenals, and dock-yards of the United States

throughout the South ; they will undertake to abolish the

internal slave-trade. Already they declare that not

another Slave Slate shall be admitted into the Union,

and they will go beyond that. How can we expect to

live in peace and harmony, when declarations of this

sort are uttered

:

liemtlrel. That the Constiiiiiion ronfiirs npon Congress
sovereign power over the Territories of Ibe L'liiled Sutrs for

Uieir government, and that, in the exeifl»e of this power, it is

bo;h die right and the imperative duty of Couiiresj,, to iiruhiblt

iu !lie Torriiorics those twin relics of barharism—polygamy
and slavery."

Is that in the spirit of our revolutionary ancestors?

Is it in tlie spirit of our revolutionary ancestors for a
great and growing ;)arty, that now claims, and perhaps

bave, dominance in the Northern States of the Un'on, ti

say of an institution of their Southern relatives they a'«
harboring a relic of barbarism? That shows you, fellow-

citizens, their indonii'able purpose, their deep-seated
hate. I am sorry that it exists, but it is true. How can
you expect a great political organization that obtains
power, to fail to exercise that power when in its opinion
this Union is stained or deQIed as to one-half, perhaps,
of its inhabitants, by a relic of barbarism, which it class-

es with the crime of polygamy.

SEWARD QUUTKD.

This is not all. I could have bi ought here the declar-
ations of its representative and lea<iing men from all

parts of the Northern Stales, going inrinitely further than
is contained there. Allow me, however, to read one or
two of the most striking from Ihe most eminent of their

leaders. I beg you, fellow-cilizens, though they may be
familiar, not to weary with a few extracts, for these ut-

terances are the rallying cry of millions of men. I hold
in my hand a sjieech delivered by a Senator of the State
of New-York, who is to-day the most influential public
man in this Union, on whose words millions hang, and
by whose direction millions move. Is this the Constitu-
tion and Union that our fathers founded ?

Last year, in a speech delivered at llochester, that
gentleman uttered the following language :

" Our country Is a theatre which exhibits, in full Operation,
two radically diifiTeiil politieal sy.stems ; the one n-sting on
t!ie biisis of servile or slave labor, llie o.her on tbe basis of
voluntary labor of freemen.
" The two systems are at once perceived to be incongruous.

But they are'more than incongruous. They are ineompai-
ible. They never have permauenily existed together iu one
country, and they never can.

" Hiiherto the two systems have existed in dlfTerent States,
but side by side witliin the American Union. This has hap-
pened because the Union is a confederation of States. But on
another aspect the United Stales constitute only one nation.
Increase of population which is filling the States out to their
very borders, together with a new and extended net-work of
railroads and other avenues, and an internal commerce which
daily becomes more intimate. Is rapidly bringing the States
into a higher and more perfect soiiul unity or consolidation.
Thus these antagonistic systems are coustilutionaliy coming
into close contact and collision results."

Yes, " collision ensues," and his prophecy was ful-

filled in less than twelve months after it was made.

" Shall I tell you what this collision means ? It is an irre-

pressible conllict between opposing and enduring forces ; and
it means that the United States must and will, sooner or later,

become entirely a slaveholding nation, or entirely a free-labor
nation. Either the cotton and rice lields of South Carolina,

and the sugar plantations of Louisiana will ultimately be tilled

hy fi-ee labor, and Charleston and Xew-Urleans become marts
fur legitimate merchandise alone ; or else the rye-llelds and
wheat-fields of Massachusetts and New-York miist again be
surrendered by their farmers to slave culture, and to Ihe pro-
duction of slaves, and Boston and NewY'ork become once
more markets for trade in the bodies and souls of men. It Is

the failure to apprehend this creat truth that induces so many
unsuccessful attempts at final compromise between the Slave
and Free States, and it is the existence of this great fact that

renders all such pretended compromises, when made, vain
and ephemeraL"

These things would have no consequence if they were
the individual opinions of their author, but they are the
opinions of a large and formidable and growing party in

this Union ; of a party that now claims a majority in the
House of Kepresentatives, and which looks, at no very
distant day, to have a majority in the Senate. I ask
you if that was the Union formed by our fathers ? Did
they anticipate such a political party would ai ise to de-

clare that there " is an irrepressible conflict between op-

posing and enduring forces " in the United States?

It is not my puipose to characterize or stigmatize this

doctrine now, but to set forth what we are to expect and
what we are to meet.
At a later period, in the Senate of the United States,

that same distinguished Senator uttered liie following

language, (I well remember the occasion and the

speech :)

" A free Republican Government like this, notwithstanding

all its consiituaonal checks, ciimiol long resist and co,iaieraci

the progress of society."

They don't expect the provisions of the Constitution

and its checks to prevent them from taking their onward
progress. Indeed, they have a facility of construing

that instrument, which makes it as dust in the balance.

They construe it to authorize them not to return fugit.vi;

slaves ; to authorize them to make a war upon one half

of the nation. There is no provision of the Constitution

which has stood in their way as to any right of ours
that we have claimed upon this g.eal question. Not
only did be announce in the Senate of the United States,



152 A POLITICAL TEXT-BOOK FOR 1860.

that constitutional checks cannot stand for any time
against the progress of Northern opinion, but,

" Free labor," says Mr. Seward, " has at last apprehended
its rights aud lis destiuy, and is organizing itself to assume the
gos'erumeut of the Kepubiic. li will henceforth meet you
>)oldly aud resolutely here I Washing tou ;) it will meet you
everywhere, iu tlie Territories aud out of ih^m, wherever you
may go to extend Slavery. It has driven you back iu CaUfor-
liia aud iu Kansas ; it will invade you soon in Delaware,
Maryland, Virginia, Missouri aud Texas. It will meet you iu
Arizona, in Central America, and even in Cuba."

Not content with confining it to the Territories, he
adds:
" You may, indeed, get a start under or near the tropics,

and seem safe for a time, but it will be ouly a short time,
Kven there you will found Stales ouly for free labor to main-
tain and occupy. The Interest of the white race demands the
ultimate emancipation of all men. Whether that consumma-
tion shall be allowed to take effect, with needful and wise pre-
cautions against sudden change aud disaster, or be hurried on
by violence, is all that remains for you to decide. The wliite
laan needs this continent to labor upon. His head is clear, his
arm is strong, and his necessaries are fixed. It is for your-
selves and not for us to decide how long and through what
further morlitications and disasters the contest shall be pro-
tracted, before fi-eedoni shall enjoy her already assured
triumph I You may refuse to yield it now, aud for a short
period, but your refusal will only animate the friends of free-
dom wiih the courage and the resolution, and produce the
union among them, which aloue are necessary on their part,
to attain the position itself, simultaneously with the impending
overthrow of tlie exciting l''ederal Administration, and the
Constitution of a ncwaud more independent Congress,"—and
they think they have that Congress.

I tell you again, fellow-citizens, this is not the opinion
of Mr. SewAKD alone. It is Mr. Skward and, with one
or two exceptions, the other Republican Senators in the
Senate of the United States, and nine-tenths of the
Republican members of the Uouse of Representatives.
Could that language have been uttered with impunity or
been sustained at the epoch of 1T79, when the Constitu-

tion was formed ? Did not the Constitution languish and
stop just because there was some question about insert-

ing these checks about the institution of the Southern
States ? 'Were they not put into the Constitution by the
great men who formed it, and are not all the citizens of
all the States bound to respect the relations that exist

between them, and to give the Southern States peace in

this Union ? How do you receive the declaration that
there is an iiTepressible conflict waging—tliat there shall

be no peace ? There is no use attempting to turf over
the volcano, there is no use crying peace when there is

no peace. It is the avowed purpose of the Republican
party to agitate, agitate ; to overturn the Constitution

itself, until they succeed not only in drawing a cordon
around jou, and shutting you within your present limits,

but to put you in a position where you were about, for

peace sake, to emancipate your slaves.

Well might we say, as was once said in France,
" Oh, Constitution ! what crimes are committed in thy
eacied name !"

hklper's crisis.

But, gentlemen, I hold in my hand another book,
which is of no consequence as the opinions of its indivi-

dual author, but is of consequence as indorsed by the

distinguished gentleman from whose productions I have
read, and as indorsed also by sixty-eight or nine Repub-
licans of the House of Representatives, who represent a
constituency of seven millions of people. This, then,

may be considered as the declaration of near seven
millions of men. What is it? It is a book called the
"Impending Crisis of the Soutli," by a person called

Helper, who professes to be a North Carolinian. Whether
he is or not 1 am unable to say. (I will read very little,

gentlemen.) In this book, thus indorsed by nearly
seventy members of the House of Representatives,

representing nearly seven millions of the people, this

sentiment is declared ;

The slaveholding oligarchy say we cannot abolish

Slavery without infringing on the right of property.

Again we tell them we do not recognize property in

men.
But the Constitution does ; the bond of our Union

does, and the Supreme Court of the United States has
decided that it does. Our fathers so considered it. It

has been so admitted all the time, until the apostles of

the new doctrine spoke. At another point he says :

For the services of the blacks from the 20th of August,

1620, up to the 4th of July, 1S69—an interval of precisely

two hundred and forty-eight years, ten months and
fourteen days—their masters, if unwilling, ought, in our
judgment, to be compelled to grant them iheir freedom,
and to pay each and every one of them at least sixty

dollars cash in hand.
U«; goes on to remark that it would only take two

crops of cotton, and a trifle over, to do it. That was
indorsed, I tell you agjiin, by sixty-eight or sixty-nine
members of the House of Representatives, and the very
gentleman who they are running for Speaker of that
body indorsed it. It is true, his friends say that he
indorsed it without having read it. Admit that to be
true, he has again and again, when called upon, refused
to disavow those sentiments, hence the excuse is paltry.

harper's ferry.

That is the condition of affairs, and that is the con-
dition of the Republican organization of this country,
if any reliance is to be placed in their record, in their
declarations, in their public attitude, in the attitude
which they defiantly assume before the country. Their
purpose is to make war, eternal war, upon the institu-
tions of one half of the States of the Union. Gradually
we approach the crisis until at last is not the legitimate
result of the irrepressible conflict of which they speak,
of the crime of wliich they say we are guilty, to put
down these relics of barbarism? The ignorant and
fanatical throw olT the obligations of the Constitution
and invade by violence the Southern States of the
Union, and although I am far from holding the Repub-
lican party of the North, or any large portion of them,
responsible for the late atrocious proceedings in Vir-
ginia, I do say that that proceeding was the carrying
out of the logical result of their teachings—carrying it

into execution. How did they receive it? Why gentle-
men, the conservative portion of the North abhors it;

but, in the Senate and House, in the great body of their
public press, what do they say of it? That they regret
it—they deplore it—they even condemn it—they say,
because it was against law, and they stand for law.
These are the honeyed and qualified phrases with which
they characterize the most atrocious act of treason,
rapine, and murder combined, that was ever known in
the Republic, and then, as though afraid of what they
have said, they immediately go on to etilogize the man
and his motives, much as they regret the act.

A VOLLEY OF COMPLAININGS.

Gentlemen, have we no complaints in other respects ?

Are laws passed for the purpose of punishing those who
make inroads into the border States and rob us of our
property ? Suppose a Kentuckian should go into the
State of Ohio and rob a citizen of that State, does any
one doubt that we would pass a law to punish him and
to prevent the recurrence of the outrage? So far from
this being their course, they are encouraged, and we are
subject to constant secret predatory incursions by which
we lose annually hundreds of thousands of dollars,

these people avaiUng themselves of the bond of amity
between us, to perpetrate the outrage.
That is not all 1 About one half of the Northern

States have passed laws and made it a criminal and
penal offence for their citizens to give any assistance in
the rendition of fugitive slaves. Massachusetts has
passed laws closing her jails to us, and making it a pen.-U

offence to aid in tlie enforcement of the Fugitive Slave
law, or to appear as council to try such a case, thus
nullifying the laws of Congress, and of the United
States, distinctly, and some seven or eight States have
passed similar laws refusing all remedy and making it

penal in their citizens to obey the behests of the Consti-

tution.

I have not uttered these things for the purpose of
arousing any spirit of disloyalty to the Constitution and
the Union. I hope I love them as reverently as any man
witliin the sound of my voice, but let us look and see the
facts as they are. What may be set down as the un-
questioned purpose of tliis organization? It is avowed
that it is to exclude all and any Slave States from the
Union hereafter. It is to give us no fugitive slave law,
declaring that the States under the Constitution must
provide for that, and then to give no remedy in the
States ; it is to pass no laws for the purpose of prevent-
ing the robbery of our property but, on the contrary,
in many States to make it penal to enforce the law ; it

is to abolish Slavery in the District of Columbia ; to

abolish the internal slave-trade and the coastwise slave-
trade, and then to agitate and agitate, giving us no
peace as long as we retain this 'relic of barbarism "

and crime, as they call it.

This is the purpose. Are you ready for it ? Are you
ready to say we will make no stand in any form for

your Constitutional rights? I think you are not! Yet
that is the present condition of affairs—but what are we
to do?

PRACTICAL r.E.MKDIKS.

I know they will consider the consequences, and care-

fully consider the consequences of any serious colhsions
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In this Union. I know we duly appreciate the position
of our own State, not only a border State, but an in-

terior border State having no ocean outlet. 1 know that
we have read history to some purpose, and that we have
Been what have been the consequences of the disruption
of amicable relations between those who have banded
themselves together as a confederation of Slates. We
need but go back and see the consequence upon the
Orecks wtien they carried on the Pelopounesian war,
until at last e.\hausted, they fell into the lap of des-

potism The same fate might meet us. What would be
our condition? War! War! Inevitable war, in all

human piobability, would be our position, and then in

iiuie we might be driven into degrading alliances with
to eign powers—the most degrading position for Ameri-
can citizens.

Then the si)ectacle would be presented of America fall-

ing back under the control of Kurope, and American lib-

erty sinking down under European despotism. Besides
tills, could we ever hope that a fairer state of tilings would
arise ? Could we ever hope that Providence itself would
ever exercise its omnipotent power to create a State, or
Union of States, under more favorable auspices than in

these ? Would it not be worse than impiety itself, to pre-
sume that the Almighty would ever attempt to sustain a
confederation of Free States under circumstances more
bright or favorable than in our system ? I know that the
State of Kentucky is devoted to the Union, not only be-
cause of her interests, but from that feeling of all'ection

and of loyalty, and that sentiment of love that have
always marked her people from the earliest period of her
liistory. 1 do not believe there is a man under the sound
of my voice who would not view as the last, the greatest
of all evils, the wreck of the Union, I do not believe
there is the man in the State that would compete to enjoy
the highest honors within the State, purchased at such a
price.

WHAT IS TO BK DOXK.

At the same time steps must be taken, something must
be done. I do not believe that if the Constitution is al-

lowed to remain permanently violated in its important pro-
visions, we can have hope under it. None whatever

!

Broken in one particular, it will soon fall to jiieces in all.

I recollect when 1 was a boy, to have read that great
speech of Demosthenes, for the crown, where the real
question at issue was the charge that he was the author
of the public misfortunes, because he had advised the
Greeks to make a last stand for their country, against
Philip of Macedon. He was arraigned, and on trial and
in his great defence, he says :

" What, though we did fail ?

We did our duty. We responded in the temper and char-
acter of our forefathers." The result is such as God gives
to each ; and even those degenerate Greeks acquitted
him, and crowned the world's great orator as a benefac-
tor ; debased as they w^ere in national character, they did
tliis, and from that day have never known or read of the
success of him who would be deterred from the assertion
of fundamental rights for fear of offence.
Gentlemen, the condition of affairs existing here, and

e.xisting generally, I am happy to say, throughout the
Commonwealth of Kentucky, is not a fair indication of the
feeling in many parts of the Union. 1 have seen the evi-
dence growing within a few years, and culminating during
the last few weeks, of a determined purpose in the South
to attain and maintain the complete power in Union, and
I have seen, upon the other hand, in the representatives
of the lower Southern States, a most resolute and deter-
mined spirit of resistance. The representatives from
Georgia—from Alabama—from South Carolina—from Mis-
sissippi, not to speak of other Southern States, say that
they represent their constituents—nay, say that they do
not go so far as their constituents, and they declare that
they are ready at any moment for a separate organization.
God forbid that such a thing should take place. God
forbid the overt act should ever be done; but we know
enough of our political institutions, that when once done
the subject becomes involved in inexplicable distress. If
one were to fall upon Washmgton and see the state of
feeling there, he would think that the President of your
country was the Executive of two hostile countries. The
feeling of alienation seems to be almost complete from the
expression of the public press and public men. (I mean
not your inflammatory, furious speakers, but men of
thought and reflection.) They are alarmed, other men are
alarmed, we all are alarmed. It is not a craven fear, but
It is the ennobled tear that patriots feel for an imperilled
country. Suppose this should occur—do you not remem-
ber, in 1833 when South Carolina arrayed herself against
the Federal Government, upon a mere question of policy
connected with the collection of taxes, that it did shake
the Union to its centre. Such is the nature of our system,
that it did Eliake the Union to the very centre. What were

the circumstances then ? Andrew Jackson was President
ol the United States, and he was a native of South Caro-
lina; the question was a mere question of policy ; few of
the other States sympathized with the movement of that
little State. Henry Clay was alive, and Calhoun was ready
to give the benelit of his influence to peace and harmony,
and yet that little question, when Jackson, a native son of
that State, was President, and Clay and Calhoun were in
the Senate, brought on a struggle that shook this Union to

its centre, and imperilled it in the estimation of the wisest
and best of men. Look at it as it may be, with disaffection,

spread all over the South, with a very different state of
feelings in the North to what existed then, with Clay dead,
and Calhoun dead, and none to take their places, with
such a man as Seward, not only not native, but hostile to

the South, in the Chair of State. Cannot a child read the
result? Cannot we see that one State falling away, our
Union will be like an arch with two or three stones dropped
out, the whole fabric may fall in pieces.

These are facts which it becomes the people of Ken-
tucky, with all their loyalty to the Union, to observe, to
know, to see, to think of, and then to act upon, with the
dignity and moderation which marks and so well becomes
them.

But, gentlemen, what is the mode that occurs to any man
—because no man, 1 take it, in Kentucky, will back on
this subject, except as a friend of the Union of the States
—what is the mode ? 1 see none, except it be the union
of all the conservative elements of the country. North and
South. The South must hrst be united, and 1 am sure she
will, for 1 take it there is not a citizen of Kentucky that
would associate himself with an organization whose march
to triumph would be over the ruins of our rights.

ME.VD OCR MANNKRS DOW.V SOUTH.
Ought we not first to put ourselves right in Court ?

Some little there is to complain of us. 1 say to you, in
my opinion, those who appeal to the Constitution and
the laws should obey the Constitution and the laws. I
would have the South, if I might venture, as one of her
humblest but truest sons, to advise her to obey the laws
of our country. (Applause.) I would have the South
fiist obey the laws of the Union which prohibit the for-

eign slave-trade. (Applause.) That is the law of the
land. It rests not with us to complain of the violation
of law by others, when in a portion of our States the citi-

zens violate the laws themselves. Let us frown down
any attempt to violate those laws upon the part of our
States. Let us do more. Let us do more, by preventing
the fitting out of filibustering expeditions upon our
shores, to invade feeble sister countries. That is the law,
and we live by the Constitution and the law, and let us
obey it, and whatever expansion of territory we make,
let us make it in a manner becoming the dignity of this

glorious Confederacy under our own flag. Then let us
call to our aid the pure elements of conservatism and
truth that we can find in the northern States. What are
they ? 1 did not intend to introduce any party question
to-night, but the largest organization 1 see is the Demo-
cratic Party of the North. As a historical fact, it is un-
disputed ; as a current fact of the day, it is undisputed,
that you do not find these declarations of hostility issu-

ing from the Northern Democracy
;
you do not find these

attempts to overturn the laws coming from Democratic
sources

;
you do not find these denunciations of you and

your institutions coming from Democratic lips and Demo-
cratic Presses. On the contrary, you find them at

home, and in most cases in the minority, sustaining with
unfaltering courage your rights and institutions, at odds
and risks that you little think of.

1 want them alL We need them all. We need every
Southern State, and every honest man everywhere not
willing to enter into the crusade against us.

There is another element North, not large but noble
and true. They are the scattered and wandering cohorts

of the old Whig party, who have refused to alloy them-
selves with the Kepublicans of the North—men of whom
EvKKKTT and Cuoatk and others are illustrious examples.
There are thousands of them in the Northern States.

When this great crisis comes upon us, 1 have confidence
that men like these will be found to unite with the Demo-
cratic party in maintaining the laws and the Constitution.

These are the elements upon which we are to rely.

When you get them together, let us see if there cannot
be a general revolt of the Intelligence, virtue, and loyal-

ty of the country, against these pernicious ianis, and if

not, let us see how far these pernicious inma control so-

ciety.

Besides these, there are many thousands of men in the
Northern States who, silent, are not heard in the midst of

the clamor that surrounds them—men who seldom attend the

polls. Let us hope that that feeling will be in our favor.

Fellow-citizens, I have uttered these things because I
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believe we are standing to-day not In the presence of
spsjctres ;ind shadows, but in the presence of terrible reali-

tii.s. There is a mode by wliich we can have peace—

a

permanent peace—and that is by an utter and absolute
surrender of all our rights upon the subject to which I have
referred, at the call of this Uepublican Party. If we do
not make this surrender, we will have na peace until the
Republican Party is destroyed, which can only be done by
producing a reaction upon the public mind of the North.
As it is, without our being aware of it, things are getting
worse every day. I had almost intended to say, that we
Were absolutely dissolving month by month, and j'ear by
year. I see no mode— wiser men than I see no mode to
avoid this, e.xcept to produce a reaction in the public mind,
and to bring up sharply, in some form, the question. Can
we not, North and South, live in peace with our several
State institutions, after the manner of our fathers ? For
myself, I yet believe in, and I have an abounding hope of,

the ultimate destiny of our common country. I believe a
reaction will take place ; and I believe that out of this com-
motion is destined to come for us an era of tranquillity
and peace. Of this I am quite certain, that this Common-
wealth of Kentucky will pursue a course answerable to her

character and history ; she will stand by the union of thfl

States as long as there is a thread of tlie Constitution t/"

hold it together. We know that if madness, and folly, and
fanaticism shall succeed in tearing down the fairest fabrii.-

ever erected to liberty among men—we know that ou'
honored State will conduct hei-self with so much modera-
tion and prudence tliat she shall stand justified for hei
acts before men and in the eye of Heaven.

Fellow-citizens, I do not propose to detain you by more
extended observations. 1 have trespassed too far upon
yout time already. I think, if you will allow me to say so,

that I know something of the temper, and spirit, and inte-

rest of this people ; and, ns far as my humble abilities ex-
tend, 1 propose, in the sphere to which you have devoted
me, to serve you with all the fidelity of a grateful heart.
At all times, and under all circumstances, 1 owe my alle-

giance to the State, and I am ready, and willing, and anx-
ious to devote whatever faculties of mind and body I pos-
sess to serve you, and to serve you with the uncalculaling
devotion of a man who loves the green mountains and
smiling plains, the clear running streams and the generous
people of the State, and with one who loves all her iufmiu-
ties with the affection of a son.

KANSAS-THE MORMONS-SLAVERY.

SPEECH OE SENATOR DOUGLAS.

Delivered at Springfield, III., June 12, 1857.

Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen : I appear
before you to-night, at the request of the grand jury in

attendance upon the United States Court, for the pur-
pose of submitting my views upon certain topics upon
which they have expressed a desire to hear my opinion.
It was not my purpose when I arrived among you, to

have engaged in any public or political discussion ; but
when called upon by a body of gentlemen so intelligent

and respectable, coming from all parts of the State, and
connected with the administration of public justice, I do
not feel at liberty to withhold a full and frank expres-
sion of my opinion upon the subjects to which they have
referred, and which now engrosses so large a share of
the public attention.
The points which I am requested to discuss are :

1st. The present condition and prospects of Kansas.
2d. The principles affirmed by the Supreme Court of

the United States in the Dred Scott case.

3d. The condition of things in Utah, and the appropri-
ate remedies for existing evils.

KANSAS.

Of the Kansas ques'ion but little need be said at the
present time. You are familiar with the history of the
question, and my connection with it. Subsequent re-

flection has strengthened and confirmed my convictions
in the soundness of the principles and the correctness of
the course I have felt it ray duty to pursue upon that
subject. Kansas is about to speak for herself through
her delegates assembled in Convention to form a Consti-
tution, preparatory to her admission into the Union on
an equal footing with the original States. Peace and
prosperity now prevail throughout her borders. The
law under which her delegates are about to be elected.

Is believed to be just and fair in all its objects and pro-
visions. There is every reason to hope and believe that
the law will be fairly interpreted and impartially exe-
cuted, so as to insure to every bmia Jide inhabitant the
Iree and quiet exercise of the elective franchise. If any
portion of the inhabitants, acting under the advice of

political leaders in distant States, shall choose to absent
themselves from the i)Olls, and withhold their votes, with
a view of leaving the Free State Democrats in a minority,
and thus securing a Pro-Slavery Constitution in opposi-
tion to the wislies of a majority of the people living

under it, let the resitonsibility rest on those who, for
partisan purposes, will sacrifice the principles they pro-
fess to cherisii and i)romote. Upon them, and upon the
puhtical party for wlioxe benefit and under the direction

of whose leaders they act, let the blame be visited of
fastening upon the people of a new State, institutions
repugnant to their feelings and in violation of their
wishes. The organic act secures to the people of Kansas
the solfe and exclusive right of forming and regulating
their domestic institutions to suit themselves, subject to

no other limitation than that which the Constitution of
the United States imposes. The Democratic party is

determined to see the great fundamental princiiiles of
the organic act carried out in good faitii. The i)i'esent

election law in Kansas is acknowledged to be fair and
just—the rights of the voters are clearly defined—and
the exercise of those rights will be efficiently and scru-
pulously protected. Hence, if the majority of the
people of Kansas desire to have it a Free State (and we
are told by the Republican party that nine-tenths of the
people of that Territory are Free State men), there is no
obstacle in the way of bringing Kansas into the Union
as a Free State, by the votes and voice of her own peo-
ple, and in conformity with the principles of the Kansas-
Nebraska act

;
provided all the Free State men will go

to the polls, and vote their principles in accordance with
their'professioni. If such is not the result let the conse-
quences be visited upon the heads of those whose policy

it is to produce strife, anarchy and bloodshed in Kansas,
that their party may profit by Slavery agitation in the
Northern States of this Union. That the Democrats in

Kansas will perform their duty fearlessly and nobly,
according to the principle they cherish, I have no doubt,

and that the result of the struggle will be such as will

gladden the heart and strengthen the hopes of every
friend of the Union, 1 have entire confidence.

The Kansas question being settled peacelully iitid satis-

factorily, in accordance with the wishes of tier own people.

Slavery agitation sliould be banished from the halls of

Congress, and cease to be an exciting element in our
political struggles. Gire fair play to that principle of

self-government which recognizes ilie rigln of the people
of each Slate and Territory, to form and regulate their

own domestic institutions, and sectional strife will be
forced to give place to that fraternal feeling which
animated the fathers of the Revolution, and made every
citizen of every State of this glorious confederacy a menw
ber of a common brotherhood.
That we are steadily and rapidly approaching that re-

sult, I cannot doubt, for the Slavery issue has already
dwindled down to the narrow liiniis covered by the

decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States in the

Dred Scott case. The moment that decision was pro-
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Bounce J, and before the opinions of the Court could be

publi.-lied ;inii reail by the people, the newspaper presa in

the iiueiest of a powerful policical parly iu this country,

began to pour forlh torrenw of abuse and niisrepresenlii-

tions, not only upon the decision, but upon the cljaracler

and motives of the venerable Chief Justice and his illus-

trious associates on the bench. The character of Chief

Justice Taney and the associate Judges who concurred
with liiui, require no eulojry—no vindication from Uie.

Ttiey are enaeared to the people of the United Stales by

tiieir cuiineiit public services—venerated for their (ireat

learning, wisdom and experience—and beloveil for the

spotless purity of their characters and tlieir exemplary
lives. Tne poisonous shafts of partisan malice will fall

liarmless ai iheir feet, while their judicial decisions will

stand ill all future time, a proud monument to their great-

ness, the admiration of the good and wi.se, and a rebuke
to the partisans of faction and lawless violence. If,

unfortunately, any considerable portion of the people of

ine United States shall so far forget their obligations to

society as to allow partisan leaders to array them in

Yioleiit resistance to the final decision of the highest

judicial tribunal on earth, it wilt become the duty of all

the friends of order and constitutional governmeiit, with-

out reference to past political differences, to organize

themselves and marshal their forces under the glorious

banner of the Union, in vindication of tlie Constitution

and the supremacy of the laws over the advocates of

faction and the champions of violence. To preserve the

Constitution inviolate, and vindicate the supremacy of

the laws, is the first and highest duty of every citizen of a
free Kepublic. The peculiar merit of our form of govern-
ment over all others, consists in the fact that the law,

instead of the arbitrary will of a hereditary prince, pre-

scribes, defines and protects all our rights. In litis

country the law is the will of the people, embodied and
expressed according to the forms of the Constitution.

The Courts are ilie tribunals prescribed by the Constitu-

tion, and created by the authority of the people to deter-

mine, expound and enforce the law. Hence, whoever
resists the dual decision of the highest judicial tribunal,

aims a deadly blow to our whole republican system of

government—a Olow which, if successful, would place all

our rights and liberties at tiie mercy of passion, anarchy
and violence. I repeat, therefore, that if resistance to

the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States,

iu a matter like the points decided in the Dred Scott case,

clearly within their jurisdiction as defined by the Con-
stitution, shall be forced upon the country as a political

issue, it will become a distinct and naked issue betweeu
the friends and the enemies of the Constitution—the

friends and llie enemies of the supremacy of the laws.

THE DRED SCOTT DECISION.

The case of Dred Scott was an action of trespass, vi et

ar/niJi, ill the Circuit Court of the United States for the
District of .Missouri, for the purpose of establishing his

claim to be a free man, and was taken by writ of error
on the application of Scott to the Supreme Court of the

United States, where the final decision was pronounced
by Chief Justice Taney. The facts of the case were
agreed upon and admitted to be true by both parties,

and were in substance, that Dred Scott was a negro slave
in Missouri, that he went with his master, who was an
officer in the army, to Fort Armstrong, on Kock Island,

and thence to Fort Snelling on the west bank of the Mis-
sissippi Kiver, and within the country covered by the act

of Congress known as the .Missouri Compromise : and then
he reaccompanied his master to the State of Missouri,
where he has since remained a slave. Upon this state-

ment of facts two important and material questions arose,
besides several incidental and minor ones, which it was
incumbent upon the Court to take notice of and decide.
The Court did not attempt to avoid responsibility by dis-

posing of the case upon technical points without touch-
ing the merits, nor did they go out of their way to decide
tiuestions not properly before them and directly present-
ed by the record. Like honest and conscientious judges,
as they are, they met and decided each point as it arose,
and faithfully performed their whole duty and nothing
but their duty to the country by determining all the
questions in the case, and nothing but what was essen-
tial to tlie decision of the case upon its merits. The State
Courts of .Missouri had decided against Dred Scott, and
declared him and his children slaves, and the Circuit
Court of the United States for the district ot .Missouri
had decided the same thing in this very case which had
thus been removed to the Supreme Court of the United
States by Scott, with the hope of reversing the decision
of the Circuit Court and securing his freedom. If the
i^upreiue Court had dismissed the writ of error for want
of jur sd.cUoa, without first examining into and deciding

the merits of the ca.se, as they are now denounced and
abused for not having done, the result would have been
to remand Dred Scott and his children to perpetual
Slavery under the decisions which had already been
pronounced by the Supreme Court of Missouri, us well
as by the Circuit Court of the United States, without
obtaining a decision on the merits of his case by the Su-
preme Court of the United States. Suppose Ciiief Jus-
tice Taney and his associates had thus remanded Drc»
Scott and his children back to Slavery on a plea L
abatement or any mere technical point, not touching th»
merits of the question, and without deciding whether
under the Constitution and laws as applied to the facts of
the case Dred Scott was a free man or a slave, would they
not have been denounced with increased virulence and
bitterness on the chiu'ge of having remanded Died
Scott to perpetual Slavery without first examining the
merits of his case and ascertaining whether he was t>

slave or not?
If the case had been disposed of in that way, who can

<loubt that such would have been the character of the de-
nunciations which would have been hurled upon the
devoted heads of those illustrious Judi^es witii much
more plausibility and show of fairness tlmii they are now
denounced for having decided the case fairly and hon-
estly upon its merits?

'i he material and controlling points of the case—those
which have been made the sul'ject of unmeasured abuse
and denunciation—may be thus staled :

1. The Court decided that under the Constitution of the
United States a negro descended from slave parents is

not and cannot he a citizen of the United Stales.
2. That the act of the 6th of March, 1S20, commonly

called ihe Missouri Compromise act, was unconstitutional
and void before it was repealed by the Nebraska act, and
consequently did not and could not have the legal effect
of extinguishing a master's right to his slave in that
Territory. Wliile the right continues in full force under
the guaranty of the Constitution, and cannot be divested
or alieualed by an act of Congress, it necessarily remains
a barren ami a worthless rig .t, unless sustained, pro-
tected and enforced by appropriate police regulations and
local legislaiiou, prescribing adequate remedies for its

viulatioii. These regulations and remedies must necessa-
rily depend entirely upon the will and wishes of Ihe
people of Ihe Territory, as they can only be jirescribed by
the local Legislatures. Hence the great principle of
popular sovereignty and self-government is sustained
and firmly established by the authority of this decision.
Tims it appears that the only sin involved in the passage
of the Kansas-Nebraska act consists in the fact of having
removed Irom the statute-book an act of Congress which
was unauthoriied by the Constitution of the United
States, and void because passed without constitutional
authority, and constituted in lieu of it the great funda-
mental principle of self-government, which recognizes the
rights of the people of such State and Territory to control
their own domestic concerns.

I will direct attention to the question involved in the
first proposiiion, to wit : That tiie negro is not and can-
not be a citizen of the United States.
We are lold by a certain iiolitical organization that

that decision is cruel— is inhuman and infamous, and
should neither be respected nor obeyed. What is the
objection to that decision? Simply that the negro is not
a citizen. What is the object of making him a citizen ?

or course to give him the rights, privileges and immuni-
ties of a citizen, it being the great fundamental law in

our Government, that under the law, citizens are equal in
their rights and privileges. It is said to b<, Inliuman—to

be inlaiiious—to deprive an African negro cf these privi-
leges of cilizeiishij), which would put, him ou an equality
with the other citizens of the country.
Now, let me ask my fellow-citizens, are you prepared to

resist the constituted authorities of this country, in order
to secure citizenship, and, through citizenship, equality
with the white man. vVoices, " No ! no !") If you are, you
must reverse the whole policy of this State—the organic la>T

of our own State. In order to carry out that princijde of

negro citizenship and negro equality under the law, you
must not only reverse the organic law in our own State,

but of every other State iu this Union. Dut you have not
accomplished it then

;
you must make furious war upon

the slaveholding States, to compel them to emancipate and
set at liberty their three millions of slaves. When that
shall be done, before you have secured that great princi-

ple of equality to the son of Africa, you must strike out
of the constitution of Illinois that provision wliich prevents
a negro, whether free or slave, from crossing the Ohio or
the .Mississippi, and coming into Illinois to reside. When
you shall have made that change in our organic law, and
turned loose all the Africans that may choosu to come
from the slareholding States to settle upon our prairies.
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and turn Illinois into a negro colony, rather than into a
State of wliite men, stillyou have not secured to tlie negro
the rights of citizenship on an equality with the white man.
You must then strike the word " white" out of the consti-

tution of our own State, and allow the negro to come to

our polls and vote on an equality with yourselves. You
must also change the Constitution in that respect that de-

clares, that a negro shall not be eligible to office, and de-

clare that a negro shall be eligible to your Legislature, to

the bar, bench, and gubernatorial chair. And still you
have not reached that point to which we are told we must
go, of placing the negro on an equality with other citizens.

You must admit him to the jury-box, and license him by
law to marry a white woman. And then you will have
secured nearly all the privileges that the decision of the

Supreme Court has denied him. (Applause.)
1 submit to you, fellow-citizens, whether any man can

pronounce the decision inhuman and infamous, without
resorting to that great principle, which, carried out,

puts the negro on an equality with other citizens. But
listen to the speeches of any one of those who sympathize
so much with the poor African that they are not willing to

allow him to occupy an inferior position, and you will find

that they all adhere to the position of negro equality. For
instance, did you ever hear any of them make a public

speech in which he did not quote the Declaration of Inde-
pendence, that " we hold all men are born free and equal,"

and then appeal to you to know whether Slavery could be
justified or palliated by any man who believed in the De-
claration of Independence. Do they not argue that by
this instrument negroes were declared to be born equal to

white men ; and hence, any man who is opposed to carry-

ing out that great dear principle of theirs, of negro
equality with the wtiite man, is opposed to the Declaration
of Independence.
Now, my friends, permit me to reply to this assumption,

that the Declaration of Independence declared the negro
to be equal with white men, by a few historical facts re-

corded in our school-books, and familiar to our children.

By reference to the History of the United States, you will

find that on the Fourth of July, 1776, when the Declara-
tion of Independence was put forth, the thirteen colonies

were then, each and all of them, slaveholding colonies.

Each signer of the Declaration, without an exception, re-

presented a slaveholding constituency. Every battle of
the Revolutionary War, from Lexington and Bunker Hill

to King's Mountain and Yorktown, was fought in a slave-

holding constituency. The treaty of peace with Great
Britain which acknowledged our independence, was made
on the part of Great Britain on the one side and the thir-

teen original slaveholding States on the other. Passing
from that to the formation of the Constitution of the
United States, you will find that instrument was framed,
and adopted, and put into operation with the immortal
Washington at the head, by twelve slaveholding States
and one freo State, or one State about to become free. In
view of these facts, I submit to you whether any sane man
can assert that the founders of our institutions intended to

put the negro and the white man on an equality in the sys-

tem of government which they adopted ? If the signers of the
Declaration had intended to declare the negro e((ual to the
white man, would not they, on that very day, have abolished
Slavery in every one of the States of the Union in order to

have conformed to that Declaration ? If any one of these
States had thus understood the Declaration of Indepen-
dence, would not that State then Immediately have abol-

ished Slavery, and put the negro on an equality with the
white man in conformity with that Declaration? Did they
do so ? I have already shown you that no one of those
States abolished Slavery during the whole period of the
Revolutionary war. I have already stated, and I challenge
contradiction, that to this day no one of them has put
the negro on an equality with the white man in all the
laws touching on the relations of life. And yet, if they
honestly believed the Declaration of Independence meant
negroes as well as white men, they were bound to advocate
every law so as to carry out their principle. Their posi-

tion on this subject would charge the signers of that De-
claration with hypocrisy in making it to the world, and
going on to fight battles on the principle thus asserted.

But no vindication is needed from me of those immortal
men who drafted, and signed, and proclaimed to the world
the Declaration of Independence. They did what they
professed. They had reference to the white man, and to

him only, when they declared all men were created equal.
They were in a struggle with Great Britain. The principle
they were asserting was that a British subject, born on
American soil was equal to a British subject born in Eng-
land—that a British subject here was entitled to all the
rights, and privileges, and immunities, under the British
Constitution, that a British subject in England enjoyed

;

that their rights were inalienable, and hence that Parlia-
ment, whor'e power was ouiuipottut, had no power to

alienate them. They did not mean the negroes and In-
dians—they did not t-ay we white men and negroes were
born equal ; but they were speaking ol the race of people
who colonized America, who ruled America, and who were
declaring the liberties of Americans, when they proclaimed
the self-evident truth that those men were born free and
equal. And if you will examine the journal of the Conti-
nental Congress you will find this great principle carried
out. No one of the colonies would then consent to the De-
claration of Independence until they had placed on the
record the express reservation, that each colony reserved
and retained to itself the sole and exclusive riglit of regu-
lating its own domestic concerns and police regulations.
It was made a fundamental condition of the Declaration,
that this right should be forever reserved beyond th«
power of Congress or other Confederation or power on
earth, except the free will of their own people. The arti-

cles of confederation were based upon the same great fun-
damental principle, and the Constitution of the United
States was adopted for the purpose of preserving and car-

rying into effect the same grand principle that made us
one people for one specified object, but reserved to each
State and each locality the sole and exclusive privilege of
managing its own domestic concerns.
At that day the negro was looked upon as a being of an

infer.or race. All history had proved that in no part of
tlie world, or of the world's history, had the negro ever
sliown himself capable of self-government, and it was not
the intention of the founders of this Government to
violate that great law of God, which made the distinction
between the white and the black man. That distinction is

plain and palpable, and it has been the rule of civilization

and of Christianity the world over, that whenever any
one man, or set of men, were incapable of taking care of

themselves, they should consent to be governed by those
who were capable of managing their atfairs for them. It

is on that principle tliat your courts of justice appoint
guardians to take charge of the idiot, the lunatic, the
insane, blind, dumb, the unfortunate, whatever may be his

condition. And if history had proved that the negro race,
as a race, were incapable of self-government, it was not
only the right but the duty of those who were capable to

provide for them. It did not necessarily follow that they
were to be reduced to Slavery. The true principle is that
the inferior race should be allowed to enjoy all their

rights, which their nature is capable of exercising and
enjoying, consistently with the good of society. I would
not advocate that the negro should be treated harshly or
unkindly. Far from it. I would extend and secure to
him every right, privilege and immunity he was capable
of enjoying consistent with the highest welfare of socieiy.

The Constitution is founded on that great principle, and
leaves to each State, as the articles of confederation did
to each colony, the right to determine for itself what
these principles were, and the extent of them, in order
that they might adopt their laws to their actual condition.
Under that great provision, Illinois has chosen to say,
that the negro shall not come here to reside—that a negro
shall not vote—shall not hold oflice—shall not serve in the
jury-box—shall not marry white women—and I think
that the Constitution of Illinois is wisely framed as to this

provision. On the other hand, Kentucky goes further,
and deprives the negro of his right over his j)ers(in.

Kentucky, under the Constitution, had a right to make
that provision. We have no right to complain of her,

nor can she complain of us. Each has the right to do as
it pleases, and each must mind its own business and not
interfere with its neighbor's concerns. (Applause.)
Our fathers, when they framed this Government, had

witnessed the sad and melancholy results of the mixture
of the races in Mexico, South America and Central
America, where the Spanish, from motives of policy, had
admitted the negro and other inferior races to citizenship

and, consequently, to political and social amalgamation.
The demoralization and degradation which prevailed in

the Spanish and French colonies, where no distinctions on
account of color or race were tolerated, operated as a
warning to our revolutionary fathers to preserve tho
purity of the white race, and to establish tlieir political,

social and domestic institutions upon such a basis as
would forever exclude the idea of negro citizenship and
negro equality. (Applause.)
They understood that great natural law which declares

that amalgamation between superior and inferior races
brings their posterity down to the lower level of the infe-

rior, but never elevates them to the high level of the su-
perior race. I appeal to each of those gallant young
men before me, who won immortal glory on the bloody
fields of Mexico, in vindication of their country's right
and honor, whether their information and observation in

that country does not fully sustain the truth of the pro-
position that amalgamaticjn is degradation, demoraliza-
tion, disease and death? Is it true that the negro is our
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equal and our broihcr ? The history of tlie times clearly

show tiuit GUI- fatlu-rs ili.l not regarii the African race as

any kin to ih>-ni. aiwl iletcnnlneil so to lay the lounilaiion

of society and puvei niiieiit tliat they sliouM never be of
kin to tlieir pusterjiy. (Immense applause.)

But, when you confer upon the African race the privi-

leges of citlEenship, and i)Ut them on an equality with
white men at the polls, in the jury-box, on the bench, in

the Executive chair, and in the councils of the natinii,

U|.on what principle will you deny their equality at the

fesiive board and in the domesiic circle t

The Supreme Court of the United Slates have decided
that, under the Constitution, a negro is not and cannot
be a ciiizen.

The Republican Abolition party pronounce that decision
cruel, inhuman and infamous, and appeal to the Ameri-
can people to disregard and refuse to obey it. Let us
jidn issue with them, and put ourselves upon the country
for trial. (Cheers and applause.)

CONDITION' OF AFFAIRS IN UTAH, AND TIIK

KK.MKUY.

Mr. President, I will now respond to the call which has
been made upon me lor my opinions of the condition of

things in Utah, and the appropriate remedies for existing
evils.

The Territory of Utah was organized under one of the
acts known as the Compromise Measures of 1S50, on the
supposition that the inhabitants were American citizens,

owing and acknowledging allegiance to the United States,

and consequently entitled to the benefits of self-govern-
ment while a Territory, and to admission in the Union
on an equal footing with the original States, as soon as
they should number the requisite population. It was
conceded on all hands, and by all parties, that the pecu-
liarities of their religious faith and ceremonies interposed
no valid and constitutional objection to their reception
into the Union, in conformity with the Federal Constitu-
tion, so long as they were in all other respects entitled to

admission. Hence, the great political parties of the
country indorsed and approved the Compromise Mea-
sures of 1S60. including the act for the organization of the
Territory of Utah, with the hope and in the contidence
that tlie inhabitants would conform to the Constitution
and laws, and prove themselves worthy, respectable and
law-abiding citizens. If we are permitted to place cre-

dence in the rumors and reports from that country (and
it must be admiUed that they have increased and
strengtlieiied and assumed consistency and plausibility by
each successive mail), seven years' experience has dis-

closed a state of facts entirely different from that which
was supposed to exist when Utah was organized. These
rumors and reports would seem to justify the belief that
the following facts are susceptible of proof.

1. That nine-tenths of the inhabitants are aliens by
birth, who have refused to become naturalized, or to

take the oath of allegiance, or to do any other act recog-
nizing the Government of the United States as the para-
mount authority in that Territory.

2. That all the inhabitants, whether native or alien
born, known as Mormons, (and they constitute the whole
people of the Territory), are bound by horrid oaths and
terrible penalties, to recognize and maintain the autho-
rity of Brigliam Young, and the government of which he
is the head, as paramount to that of the United States,

in civil as well as in religious affairs ; and that they will,

in due time, and under the direction of their leaders,
use all means in their power to subvert the government
of the United States, and resist its authority.

3. That the Mormon government, with Brigham Young
at its head, is now forming alliance with Indian tribes

in Utah and adjoining territories—stimulating the In-

dians to acts of hostility—and organizing bands of his

own followers under the name of " Danites, or Destroy-
ing Angels," to prosecute a system of robbery and
murders upon American citizens, who support the
authority of the United States, and denounce the in-

famous and disgusting practices and institutions of the
Mormon Government.

If, upon a full investigation, these representations
shall prove true, they will establish the fact that the
Mormon inhabitants of Utah, as a community, are out-
laws and alien enemies, unfit to exercise the right of
self-government under the organic act, and unworthy to

be admitted into the Union as a State, when their only
object in seeking admission is to interpose the sov-
ereignty of the State, as an invincible shield to protect
them in their treason and crime, debauchery and in-

famy. (.\pplause.

)

Under this view of the subject, I think It Is the duty
of the President, as I have no doubt it is his fixed pur-
pose to remove Brigham Young and all his foUowera

from office, and to fill their places with bold, able, and
true men, and to cause a thorough and searching inves-

tigation into all the crimes and enormities which are
alleged to be perpetrated daily in that Territory, under
the direction of Itrigham Young and his confederates
and to use all the military force necessary to protect
the ollicers in the discharge of their duties, and to en
force the laws of the lanil. (Applause.)
When the authentic evidence shall arrive, if it shall

establish the facts w hicli are believed to e.xist, it will be-

come the duty of Congress to apply the knife and cut
out this loathsome, disgusting ulcer. (Applause.) No
temporizing policy—no halfway measures will then an-
swer. It has been supposed by those who have not
thought deeply upon the subject, that an act of Con-
gress prohibiting murder, robbery, polygamy, and oilier

crimes, with appropriate penalties fur those offences,

would afford adequate remedies for all the enormities
complained of. Suppose such a law to be on the sta-

tute book, and 1 believe they have a criminal code, pro-
viding the usual punishment for the entire catalogue of
crimes, according to the usages of all civilized and
Christian countries, with the exception of iiolygamy,
which is practised under the sanction of the iMormoa
Church, but is neither prohibited nor authorized by the
laws of the Territory.

Suppose, I repeat, that Congress should pass a law
prescribing a criminal code, and punishing polygamy
among other offences, what other effect would it have

—

what good would it do ? Would you call on twenty-three
grand jurymen, with twenty-three wives each, to find a
bill of indictment against a poor miserable wretch for

having two wives? (Cheers and laughter.) Would you
call upon twelve petit jurors, with twelve wives
each, to convict the same loathsome wretch for having
two wives ? (Continued applause.) Would you expect
a grand jury composed of twenty-three "Danites" to

find a bill of indictment against a brother " Danite " for

having murdered a Gentile, as they call all American
citizens, under their direction? Much less would you
expect a jury of twelve "destroying angels" to find

another "destroying angel" guilty of the crime of mur-
der, and cause him to be hanged for no other offence

than taking the life of a Gentile? No! If there is any
truth in the reports we receive from Utah, Congress may
pass whatever laws it chooses ; but you can never rely

upon the local tribunals and juries to punish crimes com-
mitted by Mormons in that Territory. Some other and
more effectual remedy must be devised and applied. In
my opinion, the first step should be the absolute and
unconditional repeal of the organic act—blotting the
Territorial Government out of existence — upon the
ground that they are outlaws, denying their allegiance

and defying the authorities of the United States. Um-
mense applause.)
The Territorial Government once abolished, the coun-

try would revert to its primitive condition prior to the
act of 1850, " under the sole and exclusive jurisdiction

of the United States," and should be placed under the

operation of the act of Congress of the 80th of April,

1790, and the various acts supjilemental thereto and
amendatory thereof, " providing for the punishment of

crimes against the United States within any fort, arsenal

dockyard, magazine, or any otukr pl.\ce ok district

OF Country, lndkr thk solk aud exclusivk jM/m/if-
tio7i of the United Stiiie-fi." All offenses against the
provisions of these acts are required by law to be tried

and punished by the United States Courts in the States

or Territories where the offenders shall be "fikst apprk-
iiENDEO OR BKOUOHT FOR TRIAL." Tlius it will be secn
that under the plan proposed, Brigham Y'oung and his

confederates could be " apprehended and brought for

trial," to Iowa or Missouri, California or Oregon, or to

any other adjacent State or Territory, where a fair trial

could be had, and justice administered impartially

—

where the witnesses could be protected and the judg-
ment of the court could be carried into execution, with-

out violence or intimidation. I do not propose to intro-

d^ice any new principles into our jurisprudence, nor to

change the modes of proceeding or the rules of practice

in our Courts. I only propose to place the district of

country embraced within the Territory of Utah under
the operation of the same laws and rules of proceeding,
that Kansas, Nebraska, Minnesota and our other Terri-

tories were placed before they became organized Terri-

tories. The whole country embraced within these Terri-

tories was under the operation of that same system of
laws, and all the offenses committed within the same
were punished in the manner now proposed, so long as

the country remained " under the sole and exclusive

I

jurisdiction of the United States ;" but the moment the
country was organized into Territorial Governments,
with legislative, executive and judicial deiiartments.
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it ceased to be under ihe sole and exclusive jurisdiction

of the L'nited States, within ttie meaning of the act of
Congress, for the re;ison that it had passed under another
and a dilTerent jurisdiction. Hence, if we abolish tlie

Territorial Government of Utah, preserving all existing

rights, and place the country under the sole and exclusive
jurisdiction of the United States, offenders can be ap-
prehended and brought into tlie adjacent States or Ter-
ritories for punishment, in the same manner and under
Ihe same rules and regulations whicli obtained and
have been uniformly practiced under like circumstances
since 1790.

If tlie plan proposed shall be found an effective and
adequate lemcdy for the evils complained of in Utah,
no one, no matter what his political creed or partisan
associations, need be apprehensive that it will violate

any cherished theory or constitutional right in regard
to the government of the Territories. It is a great
mistake to suppose that all the territory or land belong-
ing to the United States must necessarily be governed
by the same laws and under the same clause of the
Constitution, without reference to the purpose to which
it is dedicated or the use wliich it is proposed to make of
it ; while all that portion of the country which is or siiall

be set apart to become new States, must necessarily be
governed under and consistent with that clause of the
Constitution which authorizes Congress to admit new
States, it does not follow that other territory, not
intended to be organized and admitted into the Union
as States, must be governed under the same clause of
the Constitution, with all the rights of self-government
lind State equality. For instance, if we should purchase
Vancouver's Island from Great Britain for the purpose
of removing all the Indians from our Pacific territories

and locating them on tliat island as their permanent
home, with guaranties that it should never be occupied
or settled with white men, will it be contended that the
purchase should be made and the island governed under
the power to admit new States when it was not acquired
for that purpose, nor intended to be applied to tliat

object? lieing acquired for Indian purposes and applied
to Indian purposes, it is not more reasonable to assume
that the power to acquire was derived from the Indian
clause, and the island must necessarily be governed under
and consistent with that clause of the Constitution which
relates to Indian affairs. Again, suppose we should deem
it expedient to buy a small island in the Mediterianean
or the Carribean Sea for a naval station, can it be
Baid with any force or plausibility that tlie purchase
Hhould be made or the inland governed under tlie power
to admit new States ? On the contrary, is it not oljvious

that the riglit to acquire and govern in that case is de-
rived from the power '• to provide and maintain a navy,"
and must be exercised consistently with that power. So,
if we purchase land foi forts, arsenals, or otiier military
purposes, or set apart and dedicate any territory which
we now own for a military reservation, it immediately
passes under the military power and must be governed

1

in harmony with it. So if the land be purchased for a
mint, it must be governed under the power to coin I

money; or, if purchased for a post-o£5ce, it must be
governed under the power to establish post-offices and
post-roads ; or, for a custom-house, under the power to
regulate commerce ; or for a court-house, under the
judiciary power. In short, the clause in the Constitution
under which any land or territory belonging to the
United States must be governed, is indicated by the
oliject for which it was acquired and the purpose for
which it is dedicated. So long, therefore, as the organic
act of Utah shall remain in force, setting apart that
country for a ne.v State, and pledging the faith of the
United States to receive it into the Union as soon as it

should have the requisite population. We are bound to
extend to it all the rights of self-government, agreeably
to ttie clause in the Constitution providing for tlie ad-
mission of new States. Hence the necessity of repealing
the organic act—withdrawing the pledge of admission,
and placing it under the sole and e.\clusive jurisdiction
of the United States, in order that persons and property
may be protected, and justice administered, and crimes
punished under the laws prescribed by Congress in such
cases.

Wliile Ihe power of Congress to repeal tliis organic act
and abolish the Territorial Governnienl cannot be denied,
the question may arise whether we possess the moral
right of exercising the power, after the charter has been
once granted and the local government organized under
its piovisions. This is a grave question—one which
should not be decided hastily, nor under tlie influence of
passion or prejudice. I am free to say that in my opinion
there is no moral riglit to re|)eal the organic act of a Ter-
ritory, and abolish the government organized under it,

unless the inhabitants of that Territory, as a coinuiunity,
have done such acts as amount to a forfeiture of all rights
under it—such as becoming alien enemies, outlaws, dis-

avowing their allegiance, or resisting the authority of
the United States. These, and kindred acts, wliich we
have every reason to believe are daily perpetrated in that
Territory, would not only give us the moral right, but
make it our imperative duty to abolish the Territorial

Government, and place the inhabitants under the sole

andexclusive jurisdiction of tlie United States, to the end
that justice may be done and the dignity and authority
of the Government vindicated.

I have thus presented plainly and frankly my views of
the Utah question—the evils and the remedy—upon the
facts as tliey have reached us, and are supposed to be
substantially correct. If official reports and authentic
information slia'l change or modify tliese facts, 1 shall be
ready to conform my notion to the real facts as they shall

be found to exist. I have no such pride of opinion as
will inciuce me to persevere in an error one moment after

my judgment is convinced. If, therefore, a better plan
can be devised— one more consistent with justice and
scmnd policy, or more effective as a remedy for acknow-
ledge 1 evils, I shall take great pleasure in adopting it, in

lieu of the one I have presented to you to-night.

In conclusion, permit me to express my grateful ac-

knowledgments for your patient attention and llie kind and
respectful manner in which you have received my remarks.

INVASION OF STATES-SEDITION LAW PROPOSED.

SPEECH OF MR. DOUGLAS.
On the 16th of January, 1860, Mr. Douglas

submitted to tlie United States Senate the fol-

lowing Resolution

:

Resoloed, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in-

structed to report a bill for the protection of each State
and Territory of the Union, against invasion by the
authorities or inhabitants of any other State or Territory

;

and for the suppression and punishment of conspiracies
or combinations in any State or Territory with intent to

invade, assail, or molest the government, inhabitants,
property, or iustitutions of any other State or Territory
of the Union.

This Resolution, coming up as a special order
ou the 23d of January,

Mr. Douglas said: Mr. President, on the 25th cf Novem-
ber last, tlie Governor of Virginia addressed on official
communicaii(.n to the President of the United States, in
Irhich he said :

" I have Information from various quarters, upon which I
rely, thit a conspiracy of formidable extent, In means and
numbers, is formed in Ohio, Pennsylvania, New-Vo.-k, and
other States, to rescue John Brown and his associatis, pri-
soners at Charleston, Virginia. The information is specilic
enough to be reliable "

" Places in Maryland, Ohio, and Pennsylvania, have been
occupied as depots and rendezvous by these desperadoes, un-
obstructed by guards or otherwise, to invade this Slate, and
we are kept in continual apprehension of outrage fr^a lire

and rapine. I apprise you of these facts in order that you
may take steps to preserve peace between the States."

To this communication, the President of the United
Stales, on the 5i8tii of November, returned a reply, from
which I read the following sentence:

" I am at a loss to discover any provision In the Constitution
or laws of the United Slates wliich would authorize me to

'take steps for this purpose.' " [That is, to preserve the peace
between the States.]

Mr. Douglas argued at considerable length, to

prove that the Constitution does provide for the
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protection, by tlio Federal Government, of each

IState against invasion from any and all sources,

and continued:

The qutf-iion then remaining I3, what legislation Is

necessHiy aiui proper to render this guar;iiity of the

Coiistituiion ellecluiil ? I piesume tliere will be very
little (liffcreiice of opinion iluit it will be neoensary to

place the whole military power of the G.pverumeiit at the

disposal of tlie Presiiiciit, under jiroper guards and
restrictions against abuse, to repel anil suppress invasion

when the hosile force shall be actually in the field. Hut,

Kir, that is not sullicient. Such legi>lalion would not be

H full compliance with this guaranty of the Constitution.

The framers of that instrument meant more wlien tliey

gave the guaranty. Mark the difference lii language
between llie provision for protecting the United Staler

against inva.>ion and that for protecting the Siate.s.

When It provided for protecting the United States, it said

Congress sliall have power to ''re/)€i invasion." When
It came to malce lliis guaranty to tlie States, it chaiigeii

the language, and said the United States shall •'prot^ct'^'

each of the States against invasion. In the one instam-e,

the duty of the Government is to repel ; in tlie oilier, tlie

guaranty is that they will protect. In other words, the

United Slates are not permitted to wait until the etieiiiy

shall b; upon your borders; until the invading army
hall have been organized and drilled and pl.iced in march
with a view to the invasion ; but they mu>t pass all laws
necessary and proper to insure protection and domestic
tranquillity to each Slate and Territory of this Union
against invasion or hostilities from other Stales and Ter-
ritories.

Then, sir, I hold that it is not only necessary to use the
military power wlien tlie actual case of Invasion shall

occur, but to authorize the judicial department of tlie

lioveriimeiit to suppress all conspiracies and combina-
tions in the several Slates with intent to invade a Stale,

or inolestor disturliits government, its peace, its citizens,

its property or its institutions. You must i)unish the

conspiracy, the combinaiion with intent to do the act,

and then you will suppress it in advance. There is no
principle more familiar to the legal profession than that

wherever it w proper to declare an act to be a crime, ills

proper to punish a conspiracy or combination with intent

to perpetrate the act. Look upon your statute-books,
und 1 presume you will 0nd an enactment to punish the

counterfeiting of the coin of the United States ; and then
another section to puni-h a man for having counterleit
coin in his possession wit/i, intent to pass it ; and another
section to puni li him for having the molds or dies or in-

struments lor counterfeiting, with intent to use them.
This is a familiar principle in legislative and judicial pro-
ceedings. If the act of invasion is criminal, the con-
spiracy to invade should also be made criminal. If it lie

unlawful and illegal to invade a Slate, and run off fugi-

tive slaves, why not make it unlawful to form conspiracies
and combinations in the several States with intent to do
the act? We have been told that a notorious man who
has recently suffered death for his crimes upon the gal-

lows, boasted in Cleveland, Ohio, in a public lecture, a
year ago, that he had then a body of men employed in

running away horses from the slaveholders oi .Missouri,

and pointed to a livery stable in Cleveland which was full

oi the stolen horses at that lime.

I think it is witliin our conipetency, and consequently
our duty, to pa?;? a law making every conspiracy or com-
bination in any State or Territory 01 this Union to invade
another with intent to steal or run away property of any
kind, whether it be negroes, or horses, or property of any
other desciiption, into another Slate, a crime, and punisii
tlie conspirators by indictment in the United States
courts and continement in ilie prisons and peniteniiaries

of the State or Terriiory where the conspiracy may be
formed and quelled. Sir, I would carry these provisions
of law as far as our constitutional powers will reach. /
xcould make it a crime to form conspiracies with a
view of incac/inij Staten or Territories to control
6le<ition)>, whether they be under tht garb ofEinigrunt
Aid Societies ofNew EngUind or £lue Lodges of Mis-
eouri. (Applause in the galleries.) In other words,
this provision of the Cim>tiiution8 means more than the
mere repelling of an invasion when the invading army
shall reach the border of a State. The language is, ii

shall protect the State against invasion; the meaning of
which is, to use the language of the preamble to the Con-
stitution, to insure to eacli State domestic tranquillity
against ex1«rnal violence. Tliere can be no peace, there
can be no prosperity, there can be no safety in any coin-
niuniiy, unless it is secured against violence from abroad.
Why, sir, it has been a question seriously mooted in

Europe, whether it was not the duty of Kugland, a power
foreign to France, to pass laws to punish conspiracies in

England against the lives of the princes of France. 1

shall not argue the question of comity between foreign

Slates. I predicate my argument upon the C.iiisiiiutiun

by which we are governeil, and which we have sworn to

obey, and demand that the Conititution be executed in

good faith so as to punish and suppress every combina-
tion, every conspiracy, either to invade a State or to

molest its inhabitants, or to disturb its jiroperty, or to

subvert its institutions and its government. I believe

this can be effectually done by authorizing the United
States rourts in the several Stales to take juri-diclion of

the offense, and punisli the violation of the law with

appropriate punishments.
It cannot be said that the time has not yet arrived for

sucii legislation. It ciiiinot be said with truth that the

llar|»er's Ferry case will not be repeated, or is not in

danger of repetition. It is only necessary to inquire into

the causes which produced the Harper's Ferry outrago,

and ascertain whether those causes are yet in active

operation, and then you can determine whether there is

any ground for apprehension that that invasion will be
repeated. Sir, what were the causes which produced the

Harper's Ferry outrage f Without slopping to adduce
evidence in detail, 1 have no hesitation in expressing my
tirm and deliberate conviction that Mt" //<(/7>f('« /'fjvy

crime was the natural, lui/ical, inevitaltU- reKultifthe
doctrines and t<:(ichin(/K of the J!i jiuhliran party, as
e^xplained and enforced in tlieir j4atforin, t/uir par-
tisan prer^ses, their pamjihlets and books, and tspt-

daily in the speeches of their leaders in and out of
Congress. (Ajiplause in the galleries.)

And, sir, inasmuch as the Constitution of the United
Stales confers upon Congress the power coupled with

the duly of protecting each State against external

aggression, and inasmuch as that includes the power of

suppressing and punishing conspiracies in one State

against the institutions, property, people, or govern-

ment ( f every other State, 1 desire to carry out that

power vigorously. Sir, give us such a law as the Con-
stitution contemplates and authorizes, and I will show
the Senator from New York that there is a constitutional

mode of represning the " irrepressible conilict." / will

open theprixun doors to allotc conKjii' a tors agaiiist the

peac^ of the liepublie and the dom'xtic ti amjuillity of
our lijtJtes to select their cells wherein to drag out a
miserable life u.s a punishmentfor their crimes against
the peace of society

Mr. President, the mode of preserving peace is plain.

This system of sectional warfare must cease. The Con-
stitution has given the power, and all v, e ask of Congress

is to give the means, and we, by indictments and con-

victions in the Federal courts of our several States, will

make such examples of the leaders of these conspiracies

as will strike terror into the hearts of the others, and
there will be an end of this crusade. Sir, you must
check it by crushing out the conspiracy, the combina-
tion, and then there can be safety.

[A special committee of tlie Senate, of which

Mr. Mason, of Va., was cliairman, appointed to

investigate the Harper's Ferry affair, ascertain

the cause of the raid, and report what laws, if

any, were necessary to prevent a repetition,

reported near the close of the session, that

the committee were unable to discover that

any persons were either directly or indirectly

engaged in the invasion, other tlian John
Brown and those who accompanied him to

Harper's Ferry.]

WHAT POPULAR SOTERKIGNTY HAS POXK.

From Mr. Douglas^ Speech in theS-^nate, May 16, 1860.

But, we are told that the necessary result of this doo-

trlne of non-intervention, which, gentlemen, by way of

throwing ridicule upon it, call squatter sovereignty, is

to deprive the South of all participation in what they

call the common Territories of the United Slates. That
was the ground on which the Senator from Misissippt(Mr.

Davis), predicated his opposition to the Compromise
Measures of IsOu. lie regarded a refusal to repeal the

.Mexican law as equivalent to the Wilmot Proviso ; a re-

fusal to recognize by an act of Congre.ss the right to

carry a slave there as equivalent to the Wilmot Proviso;

a refusal to deny to a Territorial Legislature the right to

exclude Slavery as equivalent to an exclusion, He be-

lieved at that time that this doctrine did amount to a

denial of soutlieru rights ; and he told the people of
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Mississippi so ; but they doubted it. Now let us see how
j

far his theory and suppositions have been verified. I
j

infer that he told the people of Mississippi so, for he
[

makes it a charge in his bill of indictment against me,
that I am hostile to southern rights because 1 gave those
votes.

Now. what has been the result? My views were
incorporated into the Compromise Measures of 1S50, and
his were rejected. Has the South been e.xcluded from all

the territory acquired from Mexico ? What says the bill

from the House of Representatives now on your table,

repealing the slave code in New Mexico, established by
the people themselves ? It M pari o/ihe ItUtory of the
country that under this doctrine of non-intervention,
this doctrine that yon delight to call squatter save-
.reignty, the people ofNew Jfexico have introduced
and protected Slavery in the whole of that Terntory.
Under this doctrine, they have converted <i tract of
Tree Territory into Slave Territory, more than Jive
times Vie size of the State of Xeic-York. Under this

doctrine. Slavery has been e*etended from the Rio
Grande to the Gulf of California, andfrom the line of
the Republic ofMexico, not only up to SQdeg. 30 inin.,

bu,t up to 3S deg.—giving you a degkke and a half mork
SLAVE TKBKITOKV THAN YOU KVEK CLAIMED. lu 1S4S and
1349 and 1S5U, you only asked to have the line of 36 deg.

80 min. The Nashville convention fixed that as its ulti-

matum. I offered it in the Senate in August, ly43 and it

was adopted here but rejected in the House of liepresen-
tatives. You asked only up to oti deg. .SO min., and nail'

intervention /uis given yon Slave 7erritory iiptoSi
deg., A BKGKEB AND A HALF MOKE THA.S YOU ASKED;
and yet you say that this is a sacrifice of Southern
rights

!

These are the fruits of tliis principle which the Sena-

tor from Mississippi regards as hostile tc the rights of the
South. Where did you ever get any other fruits that
were more palatable to your tiiste or more refreshing to

your strength? What other inch of Free Territory has been
converted into Slave Territory on the American continent,
since the Kevolution, except in New Mexico and Arizona,
under the principle of non-intervention affirmed at

Charleston ? If it be tCue that this principie of non-inter-

vention has given to Slavery all New Mexico, which wsts

surrounded on nearly every side by Free Territory, will

not the same principle protect you in the northern states

of Mexico when they are acquired, since they are now sur
rounded by Slave Territory ; are several hundred miles

further South ; have many degrees of greater hear; and
have a climate and soil adapted to Southern products ?

Are you not satisfied with these practical residts? Do
you desire to appeal from the people of the Territories

to the Congress of the United States to settle this ques-

tion in the Territories ? When you distrust the people
and appeal to Congress, with both houses largely against

you on this question, what sort of protection will you get ?

Whenever you ask a Slave code from Congress to protect

your institutions in a Territory where the people do not
want it, you will get that sort of protection which the

wolf gives to the lamb
;
you will get that sort of friendly

hug that the grizzly bear gives to the infant. Appealing
to an Anti-Slavery Congress to pass laws of protection,

with a view of forcing Slavery upon an unwilling and
hostile people ! Sir, of all the mad schemes that ever
could be devised by the South, or by the enemies of the

South, that which recognizes the right of Congress to

touch the institution of Slavery either in States or Terri-

tories, beyond the single case provided in the Constitu-

tion for the rendition of fugitive Slaves, is the most
{iital.—Appendi-x to Congressional Globe, page B\4.

THE IRREPRESSIBLE CONFLICT.

A SPEECH BY WILLIAM H. SEWARD,

Delivered at Jiochesier, Monday, Oct. 25, 1858.

Fellow-citizens: The unmistakable outbreaks of zeal

which occur all around me, show that you are earnest men
—and such a man am I. Let us, therefore, at least for a
time, pass by all secondary and collateral questions,

whether of a personal or of a general nature, and consider

the main subject of the present canvass. The Democratic
party, or, to speak more accurately, the party which vrears

that attractive name, is in possession of the Federal Go-
vernment. The Republicans propose to dislodge that

party, and dismiss it from its high trust.

The main subject, then, is, whether the Democractic
party deserves to retain the confidence of the American
people. In attempting to prove it unworthy, I think that

I am not actuated by prejudices against that party, or by
prepossessions in favor of its adversary ; for I have learned,

by some experience, that virtue and patriotism, vice and
selfishness, are found in all parties, and that they differ

less in their motives than in the policies they pursue.

Our country is a theatre, which exhibits in full opera-

tion, two radically different political systems; the one
resting on the basis of servile or slave labor, the other on
the basis of voluntary labor of freemen.
The laborers who are enslaved are all negroes, or per-

sons more or less purely of African derivation. But this

is only accidental. The principle of the s.vstem is, that

labor in every society, by whomsoever performed, is ne-

cessarily unintellectual, groveling, and base ; and that the

laborer, equally for his own good and for the welfare of

the State, ought to be enslaved. The white laboring man,
whether native or foreigner, is not enslaved, only because
he cannot, as yet, be reduced to bondage.
You need not be told now that the slave gysttm is the

older of the two, and that once it was universal.

The emancipation of our own ancestors, Caucasians
and Europeans as they were, hardly dates beyond a
period of five hundred years. The great melioration of

human society which modern times exhibit, ii mainly due
to the incomplete substitution of the system of voluntary
labor for the old one of servile labor, which has already
taken place. This African slave system Is one which, in

Its origin and in its growth, has been altogether foreign
f'om tiie habits of the races which colonized these States,

* established civilization here. It was introduced on

this new continent as an engine of conquest, and for the
establishment of monarchical po\."er, by the Portuguese and
the Spaniards, and was rapidly extended by them all over
South America, Central America, Louisiana, and Mexico.
Its legitimate fruits are seen in the poverty, imbecility, and
anarchy, which now pei-vade all Portuguese and Spanish
America. The free-labor system is of Gennan extraction,
and it was established in our country by emigrants from
Sweden, Holland, (iermany. Great Britain, and Ireland.
We justly ascril)e to its inlluences the strength, wealth,
greatness, intelligence, and freedom which the whole
American people now enjoy. One of the chief elements of
the value of human life is freedom in the pursuit of happi-
ness. The slave system is not only intolerant, unjust, and
inhuman toward the laborer, whom, only because he is a
laborer, it loads down with chains and converts into mer-
chandise, but is scarcely less severe ujion the freeman, to

whom, only because he is a laborer from necessity, it de-

nies facilities for employment, and whom it expels from
the community because it cannot enslave and convert him
into merchandise also. It is necessarily improvident and
ruinous, because, as a general truth, communities prosper
and flourish or droop and decline in just the degree that

they practice or neglect to practice the primary duties of

justice and humanity. The free-labor .system conforms to

the divine law of equality, which is written in the hearts

and consciences of men, and therefore is always and every-

where beneficent.

The slave system is one of constant danger, distrust,

suspicion, and watchfulness. It debases those whos»
toil alone can produce wealth and resources for defense,

to the lowest degree of which human nature is capable,
to guard against mutiny and insurrection, and thus
wastes energies which otherwise might be employed in

national development and aggrandizement.
The free-labor system educates all alike, and by open-

ing all the fields of industrial em|)loyinent, and all the

departments of authority, to the unchecked and equal
rivalry of all classes of men, at once secures universal

contentment, and brings into the highest possible acti-

vity all the physical, moral, and social energies of the

whole State. In States where the slave system prevails,

the masters, directly or indirectly, secure uU political
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power, and constitute a ruling aristocracy. In States
where tlie free-labor system prevails, universal suCTrage
necessarily obtains, and the State inevitably becomes,
tooner or later, a republic or democracy.

Uussia yet maintains Slavery, and is a despotism.
Most of the other European States have abolished
Slavery, and adopted the system of free labor. It was
the autagoni^lic political tendencies of the two systems

1

which the first Napoleon was contemplating when he
predicted that Europe would ultimately be either all

Oos^iack or all Uepublican. Never did human sagacity
utter a more pregnant truth. The two systems are at

once perceived to be incongruous. Hut they are more
than incongruous—they are incompatible. They never
have permanently existed together in one country, and
they never can. It would be easy to demonstrate this

impossibility, from the irreconcilable contrast between
their great principles and characteristics. But the expe-
rience of mankind has conclusively established it.

Slavery, as I have already intimated, existed in every
state in Europe. Free labor has supplanted it every-
where except in Russia and Turkey. State necessities

developed in modern times, are now obliging even those
two nations to encourage and empl y free labor; and
already, dt«potic as they are, we find tliem engaged in

abolishing Slavery. In the United States, Slavery came
in'o collision with free labor at the close of the last cen-
tury, and fell before it in NewrEngland, New-York, New-
Jersey, and Pennsylvania, but triumphed over it elTec-

tually, aud excluded it for a period yet undetermined,
from Virginia, the Carolintis, and Georgia. Indeed, so
incompatible are the two systeuu, that every new State
which is organized within our ever-extending domain
makes its first political act a choice of the one and an
exclusion of the other, even at the cost of civil war, if

necessary. The Slave States, without law, at the last

national election, successfully forbade, within their own
limits, even the c;isting of votes for a candidate for Presi-

dent of the United Srtates supposed to be favorable
to the establishment of the free-labor system in new
States.

Hitherto, the two systems have existed in different

States, but side by side within the American Union.
This has happened because the Union is a confederation
of States. But in another aspect the United States con-
stitute only one nation. Increase of population, which
ie filling the States out to their very borders, together
with a new and extended net-work of railroads and
other avenues, and an internal commerce which daily
becomes nio;e intimate, is rapidly bringing the States
into a higher and more perfect social unity or con-
sol. datiou. Thus, these antagonistic systems are con-
tinually coming inio closer contact, and collision

results.

Shall I tell you what this collision means ? They who
think that it is accidental, unnecessary, the work of in-

terested or fanatical agitators, and therefore ephemeral,
mistake the case altogether. It is an irrepressible con-
flict between opposing and enduring forces, and it

means that the United States must and will, sooner or
later, become either entirely a slaveholding nation, or
entirely a free-labor nation. Either the cotton and rice

fields of South Carolina and the sugar plantations of
Louisiana will ultimately be tilled by free labor, and
Charleston and New Orleans become marts for legiti-

mate merchandise alone, or else the rye-fields and
wheat-fields of Massachusetts and New-Vork must again
be surrendered by their farmers to slave culture and to

the production of slaves, and Boston and New-York be-
come once more markets for trade in the bodies and
souls of men. It is the failure to apprehend this great
truth that induces so many unsuccessful attempta at
final compromise between the Slave and Free States,

and it is the existence of this great fact that renders all

such pretended compromises, when made, vain and
ephemeral. Startling as this saying may appear to you,
fellow-citizens, it is by no means an original or even a
modern one. Our forefathers knew It to be true, and
unanimously acted upon it when they framed the Consti-

tution of the United States. They regarded the exist-

ence of the servile system in so many of the States with
sorrow and shame, which they openly confessed, and
they looked upon the collision between them, which was
then just revealing itself, and which we are now accus-
tomed to deplore, with favor and hope. They knew that
either the one or the other system must exclusively pre-

vail.

Unlike too many of those who in modern times Invoke
their authority, they had a choice between the two.

They preferred the system of free labor, and they deter-

mined to organize the Government, and so to direct Its

activity, that that system should surely and certainly

prevail. For this purpose, and no other, they based the

11

whole structure of Government broadly on the principle
that all men are created equal, and therefore free— little

dreaming that, within the shi rt period of one hundred
years, their descendants would bear to be told by any
orator, however popular, that the utterance of that prin-
ciple was merely a rhetorical rhui)Soily ; or by any judge
however venerated, that it was attended by mental re-

servations, which rendered it hypocr.tical and fabe. By
the Ordinance of 17?7, they dedicated all of the national
domain not yet polluted by Slavery to free labor im-
mediately, thenceforth and forever ; while by the new
Constitution and laws lliey inviteil foreign free labor
from all lands under the sun, and intenlicted the im-
portation of African Slave Labor, at all times, in all

places, and under all circumstances whatsoever. It is

true that they necessarily and wisely modified thia

policy of Freedom, by leaving it to the several States,
affected as they were by differing circumstances, to
abolL«h Slavery in their own way and at their own plea-
sure, instead of confiding that duty to Congress, and
that they secured to the Slave States, while yet retain-
ing the system of Slavery, a three-fifths representation
of slaves in the Federal Government, until they should
find themselves able to relinquish it with safety. But
the very nature of these modifications fortifies my posi-
tion that the fathers knew that the two systems could
not endure within the Utiion, and expected that within
a short period Slavery would disappear forever. More-
over, in order that these modifications might not alto-

gether defeat their grand design of a Kepublic maintain-
ing universal equality, they pro\ided that two-thirds of
the States might amend the Constitution.

It remains to say on this point only one word, to guard
against misapprehension. If these States are to again be-
come universally slaveholding, I do not pretend to say
with what violations of the Constitution that end shall be
accomplished. On the other hand, while I do confidently
believe and hope that my country will yet become a land
of universal P'rtednm, I do not expect that it will be made
so otherwise than through the action of the several States
cooperating with the Federal Government, and all acting
in strict conformity with their respective Constitutions.
The strife and contentions concerning Slavery, which

gently-dbposed persons so habitually deprecate, are no-
thing more than the ripening of the conflict wliich the fathers
themselves, not only thus regarded with favor, but which
they may be said to have instituted.

It is not to be denied, however, that thus far the course
of that contest has not beeti according to their humane
anticipations and wishes. In the field of federal politics.

Slavery, deriving unlooked-for advantages from commer-
cial changes, and energies unforeseen from the facilities of
combination between members of the slaveholding class
and between that class and other property classes, early
rallied, and has at length made a stand, not merely to re-
tain its original defensive position, but to extend its sway
throughout the whole Union. It is certain that the slave-
holding class of American citizens indulge this high ambi-
tion, and that they derive encouragement for it from tho
rapid and effective political successes which they have
already obtained. The plan of operation is this : By con-
tinued appliances of patronage and threats of disunion,
they will keep a majority favorable to these designs in the
Senate, where each State has an equal representation.
Through that majority they will defeat, as they best can,
the admission of Free States, and secure the admission of
Slave States. Under the protection of tho Judiciary, they
will, on the principle of the Dred Scott case, carry Slavery
into all the Territories of the United States now existing,

and hereafter to be organized. By the action of the Pre-
sident and the Senate, using the treaty-making power, they
will annex foreign slaveholding States. In a favorable
conjuncture they will induce Congress to repeal the act of
ISOS, which prohibits the foreign slave-trade, and so they
will import from Africa, at the cost of only $'20 a head,
slaves enough to fill up the interior of the continent.
Thus relatively increasing the number of Slave States, they
will allow no amendment to the Constitution prejudicial to
their interest ; and so, having permanently established
their power, they expect the Federal Judiciary to nullify

all State laws which shall interfere with internal or foreign

commerce in slaves. When the Free States shall be suffi-

ciently demoralized to tolerate these designs, they reason-
ably conclude that Slavery will be accepted by those States
themselves. I shall not stop to show how speed}- or how
complete would be the ruin which the accomplishment of
these slaveholding schemes would bring upon the country.
For one, I should not remain in the country to test the sad'
experiment. Having spent my manhood, though not my
whole life, in a Free State, no aristocracy of any kind,
much less an aristocracy of slaveholders, shall ever make
the laws of the land in which I shall be content to live.

Having seen the society around me universally engaged ia
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agriculture, manufactures and trade, which were innocent I

aud beuelioeiit, 1 shall never be a denizen of a State

where men and women are reared as cattle, and bought
and sold as merchandise. AVlien that evil day shall come, i

and all further effort at resistance shall be impossible,
I

then, if there sliall be no better hope for redemption than ,

1 can now foresee. I shall say with Franklin, while looking
[

abroad over the whole earth for a new and more congenial
[

home, " Where liilcrty dwells, there is my country." I

Vou will tell me that these fears are extravagant and
j

chimerical. I answer, they are so ; but they are so only
|

because the designs of the slaveholdeii must and can be i

defeated. IJut it is only the possibility of defeat that ren- 1

ders them so. They cannot be defeated by inactivity.

There is no escape from them, compatible with non-resist-

ance. How, then, and in what way, shall the necessary
resistance be made ? There is only one way. The Demo-
cratic party must be permanently dislodged from the Gov-
ernment. The reason is, that the Democratic party is in-

extricably committed to the designs of the slaveholders,

which I have described. Let me be well understood. 1 do
not charge that the Democratic candidates for public office

now before the people are pledged to, much less that the

Democratic masses who support them really adopt, those

atrocious and dangerous designs. Candidates may, and
generally do, mean to act justly, wisely, and patriotically,

when they shall be elected ; but they become the ministers

and servants, not the dictators, of the power which elects

them. The poUcy which a party shall pursue at a future

period is only gradually developed, depending on the oc-

currence of events never fully foreknown. The motives
of men, whether acting as electors, or in any other capa-
city, are generally pure. Nevertheless, it is not more true

that " Hell is paved with good intentions," than it is that

earth is covered with wrecks resultuig from innocent and
amiable motives.

The very constitution of the Democratic party commits
it to execute all the designs of the slaveholders, whatever
they may be. It is not a party of the whole Union, of ail

the Free States and of all the Slave States ; nor yet is it a
party of the Free States in the North and in the Northwest

;

but it is a sectional and local party, having practically its

seat within the Slave States, and counting its constituency

chiefly and almost exclusively there. Of all its represen-

tatives in Congress and in the Electoral College, two-thirds

uniformly come from these States. Its great element of

strength lies in the vote of the slaveholders, augmented by
the representation of three-fifths of the slaves. Deprive
tlie Democratic party of tliis strength, and it would be a
helpless and hopeless minority, incapable of continued or-

ganization. The Democratic party, being thus local and
sectional, acquires new strength from the admission of

every new Slave State, and loses relatively by the admis-
sion of every new Free State into the Union.
A party is, in one sense, a joint-stock association. La

which those who contribute most direct the action and
management of the concern. The slaveholders contribut-

ing in anoverwhelmning proportion to the capital strength

of the Democratic party, they necessarily dictate and pre-

scribe its policy. The inevitable caucus system enables them
to do so with a show of fairness and justice. If it were pos-

sible to conceive for a moment that the Democratic party
should disobey the behests of the slaveholders, we should
then see a withdrawal of the slaveholders, wliich would
leave the party to perish. The portion of the party which
is found in the Free States is a mere appendage, conve-
nient to modify its sectional character, without impairing
its sectional constitution, and is less effective in regulating

its movement than the nebulous tail of the comet is in de-

termining the appointed though apparently eccentric

course of the fiery sphere from which it emanates.
To expect the Democratic party to resist Slavery and

favor Freedom, is as unreasonable as t* look for Protestant
missionaries to the Catholic Propagaoda of Kome. The
liistory of the Democratic party commits it to the policy

of Slavery. It has been the Democratic party, and no
other agency, which has carried that policy up to its pre-

sent alarmhig culmination. Without stopping to ascertain,

critically, the origin of the present Democratic party, we
may concede its claim to date from the era of good feeling

which occurred under the Administration of President
Monroe. At that time, in this State, and about that time
in many others of the Free States, the Democratic party
deliberately disfranchised the free colored, or African citi-

len, and it has pertinaciously contumed this disfranchise-

ment ever since. This was an effective aid to Slavery
;

fon while the slaveholder votes for his slaves against Free-
dp^p, the freed slave in the Free States is prohibited from
voting against Slavery.

In 18'i4, tlie Democracy resisted tlie election of John
Quincy Adams—himself before tliat time an acceptable
Democrat -and in IS'iB, it expelled him from the Presi-

dency, and put a slaveholder in his place, although the

office had been filled by slaveholders thirty-two out of
forty years.

In 1S36, Martin Van Buren—the first non-slaveholding
citizen of a Free State to whose election the Democratic
party ever consented— signalized his inauguration into the
Presidency, by a gratuitous announcement, that under no
circumstances would he ever approve a bill for the aboli-

tion of Slavery in the District of Columbia. From 1838 to

lS-14, the subject of abolishing Slavery in the District of

Columbia and in the national dock-yards and areenals,

was brought before Congress by repeated popular appeals.
The Democratic party thereupon promptly denied the right

of petition, and effectually suppressed the freedom of

speech in Congress, so far as the institution of Slavery was
concerned.
From 1840 to 1848, good and wise men counselled that

Texas should remain .outside of the Union until she
should consent to relinquish her self-instituted slavery

;

but the Democratic party precipitated her admission into

the Union, not only without that condition, but even
with a covenant that the State might be divided and
reorganized so as to constitute four clave States instead
of one.
In 1S46, when the United States became involved in a

war with Mexico, and it was apparent that the struggle
would end in the dismemberment of that republic, which
was a non-slaveholdmg power, the Democjatic party
rejected a declaration that Slavery should not be estab-
lished within the territory to be acquired. When, in

1850, govei'nments were to be instituted in the Tenito-
ries of California and New-Mexico the fruits of that war,
the Democratic party refused to admit New-Mexico as a
Free State, and only consented to admit California as a
Free ttate on the condition, as it has since explained the
transaction, of leaving all of New-Mexico and Utah open
to Slavery, to which was also added the concession of
perpetual Slavery in the District of Columbia, and th«
passage of an unconstitutional, cruel, and humiliating
law, for the recapture of fugitive slaves, with a further
stipulation that the subject of Slavery should never again
be agitated in either chamber of Congress. When, in

1854, the slaveholders were contentedly reposing on thes«
great advantages, then so recently won, the Democrati«
party, unnecessarily, officiously, and with superservicea-
ble liberality, awakened them from their slumber, to offer

and force on their acceptance the abrogation of the lavr

wliich declared that neither Slavery nor involuntary ser-

vitude should ever exist within that part of the ancient
terriloiy of Louisiana which lay outside of the State of
Missouri, and north of the parallel of 36 deg. 30 min. of
north latitude—a law which, with the exception of on*
other, was the only statute of Freedom then remaining in

the Federal code.
In 1*56, when the people of Kansas had organized a

new State withm the region thus abandoned to Slavery,
and applied to be admitted as a Free State into the Union,
the Democratic party contemptuously rejected their pe-
tition and drove them, with menaces and intimidations,
from the halls of Congress, and armed the President with
military power to enforce their submission to a slave
code, established over them by fraud and usurpation.
At every subsequent stage of the long contest which has
since raged in Kansas, the Democratic party has lent its

sympathies, its aid, and all thepoweis of the Government
which it controlled, to enforce Slavery upon that unwil-
ling and injured people. And now, even at this day,
while it mocks us with the assurance that Kansas is free,

the Democratic party keeps the State excluded from her
just and proper place in the Union, under the hope that
she may be dragooned into the acceptance of Slavery.
The Democratic party, finally, has piocured from a

Supreme Judiciary, iLxed in its inlereot, a decree that
Slavery exists by force of the Constitution in every Terri-

tory of the United States, paramount to all legislative

authority either within the Territory, or residing in Con-
gress.

Such is the Democratic party. It has no policy. State

or Federal, for finance or trade, or manufacture, or con>
merce, or education, or internal improvements, or for tlie

protection or even the security of civil or religious lib-

erty. It is positive and uncouii>romising in the interest

of Sl«T«ry—negative, compromising and vacillating, in

regard to everything else. It boasts its love of equality

and wastes its strength, and even its life, in fortifying tht

only aristocracy known in the land. It professes frateiw

nity, and, so often as Slavery requires, allies itself with

proscription. It magnifies itself for conquests in foreign

lands, but it sends tlie national eagle forth always with

chains, and not the olive branch, in his fangs.

This dark record shows you, fellow citizens, what I

was unwilling to announce at an earlier stage of this

argument, that of tlie whole nefarious schedule of slave-

holding designs which I have submittod to you, the Demo-
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cratic party has lefl only one yet to be consummated— 1 too conservative forotlie s. As if any puny ever furesaw

the abrogation of the law which forbidis the African slave ' so clearly the course of future eveiils as lo plan a univer-

trade. |
sul scheme for future action, adapted to all pustiihle

Now, I know very well that the Democratic parly has, l emergencies. Who would ever have joined even the Whig
at every stage of these proceedings, disavowed the motive I party of tlie Revolution, if it had been obliged to answer,

and the pol.cy of fortifying and extending i-laveiy, and
^

in 1775, wlielher it woulil declare for Independence lu

has excused them on entirely dill'erent and more plausi- l77fi, »nd for this noble Fede.al Constitution of ours in

ble grounds. But tlie inconsistency and frivolity of

these plea^ prove still more conclusively the guilt 1

charge upon that party. It must, indeed, try to excuse
such guilt before mankind, and even to the consciences

of its own adherents. There is an instinctive abhorrence
of Slavery, and an inborn and inhering love of Freedom
in tlie human heart, which renders palliation of such
gross misconduct indispensable. It disfranchised the free

African on the ground of a fear tliat, if lefl to enjoy the

right of suffrage, he might seduce the free white citi-

zen into amalgamation with his wronged and despised

ll^7, and not a year earlier or later?
The [leople of the L'nitcd States will be as wise next

year, and tlie year afterward, and even ten yeare hence,
as we are now. They will oblige the Kepuldican part.v

to act as the pulilic welfare and the intercuts of justice

and humanity shall reiiuire, through all the stages of its

career, whether of trial or triumph.
Others will not venture an effort, because they fear

that the Union would not endure the change. Will
such objectors tell me how long a Constitution can bear
a strain directly along the fibres of which it is coni-

race. The iieiuocratic party condemned and deposed posed ? This is a Constitution of Freedom. It is being

John (iuincy Adams, because he expended $l'i,00u,000 a

year, while it justifies his favored successor in spending
«7U,0U0,OO0, #80,01X1,000, and even #b 0,000,000, a year.

It denies emancipation in the District of Columbia, even
with compensation to masters and the consent of the

people, on llie ground of an implied constitutional inhi-

bition, although the Constitution expressly confeis upon
Cougrets sovereign legislative power in that District, and
although the Democi atic party is tenacious of the prin-

ciple ol strict construction. It violated the express Jiro-

visions of the Coni-tiiuiiun in suppressing ptiition and
debate on the subject of Slavery, tlirougli fear of dis-

turbance of the public harmony, although it claims tliat

the electors have a right to instruct their representatives,

and even demand their resignation in ca^es of contu-

macy. It extended Slavery over Texas, and connived at

the attempt to spread it across the Mexican territories,

even to the shores of the Pacitic Ocean, under a plea oi

enlarging the area of Freedom. It abrogated the Mexi-
can sliive law ind the Missouri Coiiiproiiiii^e pruhibitjon

of Slavery in Kansas, not to open the new Territori=s to

Slavery, but lo try tlierein the new and fascinating

theories of Non-intervention and Popular Sovere guiy
;

and, finally, it overthrew both these new and elcgiint

systems by the English Lecompton bill and the Dred
Scott decision, on the ground that the Free States ought
not to enter the Union without a population equal to the

representative ba>is of one meinbor of Congress, although

Muve States miglit couie in without inspection as lo their

numbers.
Will any member of the Democratic party now here

claim that the authorities chosen by the suffrages of tlie

party transcended their partisan platforms, and so misre-

presented the party in the various transactions I have
recited? Then I ask him to name one Demociatic
statesman or legislator, fiom Van Duren to Walker,
who either timidly or cautiously like them, or boldly or
defiantly like Douglas, ever refused to execute a
behest of tiie slaveholdeis, and was not therefor, and
for no other cause, immediately denounced, and de-

posed fiom his trust, and repudiated by the Democratic
party for Uiat contumacy.

1 tliink, fellow-citizens, that I have shown you that it

is high time for the friends of Freedom to rush to the

rescue of the Constitution, and that their very tirst duty
is to dismiss the Democratic party from the administia-
tion of tlie Government.
Why shall it not be done? All a(?ree that it ought to

be done. What, then, shall prevent its being done?
Nothing but timidity or division cf the opponents of the

Democratic party.

converted into a Constitution of Slaveiy. It is a repub-
lican Constitution. It is being made an aristocratic one.
Others wish to wait until some collateral questions con-
cerning temperance, or the exercise of the elective fran-

chise are properly settled. Let me ask ail such persons,

whether time enough has not been wasted on ilie.se

points already, without gaining any other than this

single advantage, namely, the discovery that only one
thing can be effectually done at one time, and that the

one thing which must and will be done at any one time
is just that thing which is most urgent, and will no
longer admit of postponement or delay. Finally, we
are told by faint-hearted men that they despond ; tiie

Democratic party, they say, is unconquerable, and the
dominion of Slavery is consequently inevitable. 1

reply lo them, that the complete and universal dominion
of Slavery would be intoleiable enough when it should
have come after the last possible effoit to escape should
have been made. Theie would, in that case, be left to

us the consoling reflection of fidelty lo duty.

Dut 1 reply, further, that I know—few, 1 think, know
better than I—the resources and energies of the Demo-
cratic party, which is identical with the Slave Power. I

do ample prestige to its traditional popularity I know
fuither— few, I think, know better than I — the difli-

culties and disadvantages of o:ganizing a new political

force like the Republican parly, and the obstacles it

must encounter in laboring without prestige and w ithout

patronage. Dut, notwithstanding all this, I know that

the Democratic party must go down, and tliat the Re-

publican party must rise into its place. The Demo-
calic paity derived its strength, originally, from its

adoption of the principles of equal and exact justice to

all men. So long as it practiced this principle faith-

fully, it was invulnerable. It became vulnerable when
it renounced the piinciple. and since that time it has
maintained itself, not by virtue of its own strength, or

even of its tiadilional meiits, but because there as yet

had appeared in the political field no other party that

had the conscience and the courage to take up, and
avow, and practice the life-iiisijiiing principles which

the Democratic parly had surrendered. At last, the

Republican party has appeared. It avows now, as the

Re|mblican party of ISUO did, in one word, its faith and
its works, '• Kqual and exact justice to all men." Even
when it first entered the lield, only half o.ganized, it

struck a blow which only just failed to secure complete

and triumphant victory. In this, its second campaign,
it has already won advantages which render Ihat tri-

umph now both easy and ceiiain.

The secret of its assured success lies in that very char-

Some of these opponents start one objection, and some
,
acleristic which, in the mouth of scoll'ers, constitutes its

another. Let ua notice these objections br.elly. One
[

great and lasting imbecility and reproach. Ii lies in

class say that they cannot trust the Republican party
; ,

the fact that it is a part.v of one iilea ;
but that idea is a

that it has not avowed its hostility to Slavery b<ddly
j

noble one—an idea that tills and expands all generous

enough, or its afi'ectiou for Fieedom earnestly enough. ' souU ; the idea of equality— the equably of all men be-

1 ask in reply, is there any other pally which can be more I fore human tribunals ami human laws, as they all are

safely tiusted? Every one knows thai it is the Republican i equal before the Divme tribunal and Divine laws,

party or none, that shall displace the Democratic party. | 1 know, and you know, that a revolut on has begun.

Dut I answer further, that the character and hdehly ! I know, and all the wo, Id knows, thai refolutions never

of any party are determined, necessarily, not by its ', go backward. Twenty ^ellalor8 and a hundred Repr»-

pledges, programmes, and platforms, but by the public
,

senlatives proclaim boldly In Congress to-day sentiments

exigencies, and the temper of ihe people when they call
;
and opinions and piinciples of F.eedom which hardly so

it into acliv.ty. Subse.viency to flavery is a law writ- ' many men, even ;n this f ee Stale, dared to utter in their

ten not only on the forehead of the Democ: atic party,
;
own homes twenty years ago. While tlie government

but also in "its very soul—so resistance to Slavery, and of the United Stales, under the conduct of the Demo-
devotion to Freedom, llie popular elements now ac- cratic paity, has been all that time suirendering one
lively working for the Republican parly among the peo- plain and castle after another to slavery, the people of

pie, must and will be the resources for i'js evei-reuewing the United Stales have lieen no less stead. ly and peise-

Birength and constant inv.goialion.
|
ve.ingly gathering i igelher the forces w.ih which lo re-

Oliiers cannot support Uie Kepubl.can party, because it
\
cover back again all the fields and all Uitf castles which

it has not sufficiently exposed its platform, and deter-
]

have been lost, and lo confound and overthrow. b.\ one

mined what it will do, ajid what it will not do, wliec | decisive blow, the betrayers of the Conaiiluliou and
triumphant. It may prove too progrotsi e for some, and ' Freedom forever.
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NEGRO SLAVEUY NOT UNJLST. ?>

A SPEECH BY CHARLES OCONOR,

At the Union Meeting at the Academy of 3fusic, New York City, Dec. 19, 1859.

Ma. Mayor AND Gentlkmkn: I cannot exjire^ts to you
the delight which I experience in beliolclin^ in tliis great

city so vast au assembly of my fellow ciiizens, conveneil

for the purpose stated in your resolutions. I am delight-

ed beyond measure to behold at this time so vast an
assembly responding to the call of a body so resjiectable

as the twenty thousand New Yorkers who have convened
this meeting. If anything can give assurance to those who
doubt, and confidence to those who may have iiad mis-

giviags as to the permanency of our institutions, and the

solidity of the support which the people of the North are

prepared to give them, it is that 1 . the queen ciiy of the

New World, in the capital of North America, there is

assembled a meeting so large, so respectable, and so

unanimous as this meeting has sliown itself to be in re-

ceiving sentiments which, if obseri'ed, must ])rotect our

Union from destruction, and even from danger. (Ap-
plause.) Uenllemen, is it not a subject of astonishment
that the idea of danger, and the still more dreadful idea

of dissolution, should be heard from the lips of an Ameri-
can citizen, at this day, in reference to, or in connection

with, the sacred name of this most sacred Union?
^Applau3e.) Why gentlemen, what is our Union ? What
are its antecedents? What is its present condition ? If

we ward off the evils which threaten it, what its future

Ifope lor us and for the great family of mankind ? Why
gentlemen, it may well be said of this Union as a govern-
ment, that as it is the last offspring, so is it Time's most
glorious and beneficent production. Gentlemen, we are
created by an Omniscient Being. We are created by a
Being not only All-Seeing, but AU-Powerful and AU-Wise.
And in the benignity and the farseeing wisdom of His
power. He permitted the great family of mankind to live

on, to advance, to improve, step by step, and yet permit-

ted five thousand years and upward to elapse ere lie laid

the foundation of a truly free, a truly happy, and a truly

independent empire. It was not, gentlemen, until that

great length of time had elapsed, that the earth was
deemed mature for laying the foundations of this mighty
and prosperous State. It was then that He inspired tlie

noble-minded and chivalrous G-enocse to set forth upon
the trackless ocean and discover the empire that we now
enjoy. But a few years, comparatively, had elapsed
when there was raised up in this blessed land a set of men
whose like had never before existed upon the face of this

earth. Men unequalled in their perceptions of the true

principles of justice, in their comprehensive benevolence,
ia their capacity to lay safely, jusily, soundly, and with

all the qualities which should insure permanency, the

foundations of an empire. It was in 1776, and in this

country, that there assembled the first, the very first,

assembly of rational men who ever proclaimed, in clear

and undeniable form, the immutable principles of liberty,

and consecrated, to all time 1 trust, in the face of tyrants,

and in opposition to their power, the rights of nations and
the rights of men, (Applause.) These patriots, as soon
as the storm of war had passed away, sat down and
framed that instrument upon which our Union i-ests, the

Constitution of the United States of America. (Applause.)
And the question now before us is neither more nor less

than this: whether that Constitution, consecrated by the

blood shed in that glorious Revolution, consecrated by
the signature of the most illustrious man who ever lived,

George Washington (applause)—wiiether that instrument,

accepted by the wisest and by the best of that day, and
accepted in convention, one by one, in each and every
State of this Union— that instrument from which so many
blessings have fiown—whether that instrument was con-
ceived 111 crime, is a chapter of abominations (cries of

"No, no,") is a violation of justice, is a league between
strong-handed but wicked-hearted white men to oppress,

and impoverish, and plunder their fellow-creatures, con-

trary to rectitude, honor and justice. (Applause.) This

Is the question, neither more nor less. We are toil from
pulpits, we are told from the political rostrum, •'e.-. .'e

told in the legislative assemblies of our Northern States,
not merely by speakers, but by distinct resolutions of the
whole body—we are told by gentlemen occupying seats in
the Congress of the Union through the votes of Northern
people—that the Constitution seeks to enshrine, to protect,
to defend a mniistrous crime against justice and humanity,
and that it is our duty to defeat its provisions, to outwit
them , if we cannot otherwise get rid of their effect, and to

trample upon the rights which it has declared shall be pro-
tected aud insured to our brethren of the South. (Ap-
plause.) That is now the doctrine advocated. And I ask
whether that doctrine, necessarily involving the destruc-
tion of our Union, shall be permitted to prevail as it has
hitherto prevailed ? Gentlemen, I trust you will excuse me
for deliberately coming up to and meeting this question

—

not seeking to captivate your fancies by a triclc of words
—not seeking to exalt your imaginations by declamation
or by any effort at eloquence—but meeting this question
gravely, sedately, and soberly, and asking you what is to

be our course in relation to it? Gentlemen, the Constitu-'

tion guarantees to the people of the Southern States the
protection of their slave property. In that respect it is a
solemn compact between the North and the South. As a
solemn compact are we at liberty to violate it ? (Cries of
"No, no !") Are we at liberty to seek or take any mean,
petty advantage of it? (Cries of "No, no !") Are we at

liberty to con over its particular words, and to restrict and
to limit its operation, so as to acquire, under such narrow
construction, a pretence of right by hostile and adverse
legislation? ("No, no !")—to interfere with the interests,

wound the feelings, and trample on the political rights of

our Southern fellow-citizens ? ("No, no, no!") No, gentle-

men. If it be a compact,and has anything sacred Ln it,we are
bound to observe it in good faith, honestly and honorably,
not merely to the Jetter, but fully to the spirit, and not in

any mincing, half-way, unfair, or illiberal construction,

seeking to satisfy the letter, to give as little as we can, and
thereby to defeat the spirit. (Applause.) That may be the
way that some men keep a contract about the sale of a house
or of a chattel, but it is not the way honest men observe con-

tracts, even in relation to the most trivial things. (" True,"
and applause.) What has been done, having a tendency
to disturb harmony under this Constitution, and to break
down and destroy the union now existing between these

States? Why, gentlemen, at an early period the suliject

of Slavery, as a mere philosophical question, was discussed

by many, and its justice or injustice made the subject of

argument leading to various opinions. It mattered little

how long this discussion should last, while it was confined

within such limits. If it had only led to the formation of

societies like the Shakers, who do not believe in matri-

mony ; societies like the people of Utah, destined to a
short career, who believe in too much of it (laughter) ; or

societies of people like the strong-minded women of our
country, who believe that women are much better quali-

fied than men to perform the functions and otlices usually

performed by men (laughter)—and who probably would,

if they had their way, simply change the order of proceed-

ings, and transfer the husband to the kitchen, and them-
selves to the field or the cabinet. (Laughter and ap-

plause.) So long, I say, as this sentimentality touching

Slavery confined itself to the formation of parlies aud so-

cieties of this description, it certainly could do no great

harm, and we might satisfy ourselves with the maxim that
" Error can do little harm as long as truth is left free to com-
bat it." But unfortunately gentlemen, this sentimentality

has found its way out of the meeting-houses—from among
pious people, assemblies of speculative philosophers, and
societies formed to benefit the inhabitants of Barioboola-

gha—it has found its way into the heart of the siUish poli-

tician ; it has been made the war-cry of party ; it has been
made the instrument whereby to elevate not merely to

personal distinction and social rank, but to political power
Throughout the non-slaveholding States of this IJnion, mea
have been thus elevated who advocate a course of con-
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duct necessarily exasperating the South, and the natural I compact, to separate from us and to dissolve it ? Why
effect of whose teaching renders the Southern people inse- geiitleraeu, the greatness and glory of the American name
cure in their property and their lives, making it a matter will then be a thing of yesterday. The glorious llevo-
of doubt each night whether they can safely retire to their | lution of the thirteen States will be a Kevolution not
slumbers without sentries and guards to protect them

|
achieved by us, but by a nation that has ceased to exist,

against incursions from the North. 1 say the effect has I The name of Washington will be, to us at least at the
been to elevate, on the strength of this sentiment, such

|
North (cheers), but as the name of Julius Ciesar, or of

men to power. And what is the result—the condition of some other great hero who has lived in times gone by,
things at this day ? Why, gentlemen, the occasion that whose nation has perished and exists no moi e. The
calls us together is the occurrence of a raid upon tlie

,
Declaration of Independence, what will that be? Whj",

State of Vii-ginia by a few misguided fanatics—followers of !
the declaration of a State that no longer has place

these doctrines, with arms in their hands, and bent upon
I
among the nations. All these bright and glorious recol-

rag^ne and murder. I called them followers, but they
j

lections of the past must cease to be our property, and
should be deemed leaders. They were the best, the bravest, become mere memorials of a by-goue race and people,
and the most virtuous of all the abolition party. (Ap-

j

A line must divide the North from the !50uth. What will

plause.) On the Lord's day, at the hour of still repose,
|
be the consequences? Will this miglitj' city—g-owing

they armed the bondman with pikes brought from the 1 as it now is, with wealth pouring into it horn every por-
North, that he might slay his master, his msister's wife, and tion of this mighty empire— will it continue to flourish as
lus master's Uttle cliildren. And immediately succeeding to ! it has done ? (Cries of " No, no !"; Will your marble
it—at this very instant—what is the political question pend-

j

palaces that line Broadway, and raise their proud tops
Ing before Congress ?

I

toward the sky, continue to increase, uui.l, as is now
A book substantially encouraging the same course of \ promised under the Union, it shall present the most

provocation toward the South which has been long pur-
]

glorious picture of wealth, prosperity, and happiness,
sued, is openly recommended to circulation by sLxty-eight i that the world has ever seen ? (Applause.) No
members of your Congress. (Cries of '" Shame, on them
applause, and hisses. )—Recommended to circulation by
sixty-eight members of your Congress, all elected in North-
ern States (hisses and applause)—every one, I say, elected
from non-slaveholding States. And with the assistance of
then- associates, some of whom hold their offices by your
votes, there is great danger that they will elect to the
highest office in that body, where he will sit as a repre-
sentative of the whole North, a man who united in causing
that book to be distributed through the South, carrying
poison and death in its polluted leaves. (" Hang him !"

tlemen, no ! such things cannot be. I do not say that

we will starve, that we will perish, as a jieople, if we
separate from the South. I admit, lliat if the line be
drawn between us, they will have their measiue of pros-

perity, and we will have ours ; hut meagre, small in the
extreme, compared with what is existing and promised
under our Union, will be the prosperity of each.

Truly has it been said here to-night, that we were
made for each other ; separate us, and although you
may not destroy us, you reduce each to so low a scale

that well might humanity deplore the evil courses that

and applause.) Is it not fair to say that this great and
[

brought about the result. True, gentlemen, we would
glorious Union is menaced when such a state of tilings is , have left, to boast of, our share of tiie glories of the Kevo-
found to exist? when such an act is attempted? Is it I

lution. The Northern States sent forth to the conflict

reasonable to expect that our brethren of the South will
\
their bands of heroes, and shed their blood as freely as

calmly sit down ("No") and submit quietly to such an
i
those of the South. Uut the dividing line would lake

outrage? (Cries of ' No, no.") Why, gentlemen, we
|
away from us the grave of Washington. It is in his own

greatly exceed them in numbers. The non-slaveholding
j

beloved Virginia. (Applause and cheers ; It is in the

States are by far the more populous ; they are increasing
daily in niimbers and in population, and we may soon
overwhelm the Southern vote. If we continue to fill the
halls of legislation with abolitionists, and permit to occupy
the executive chair men who declare themselves to be en-
listed in a crusade against Slavery, and against the pro-
visions of the Constitution which secure that species of
property, what can we reasonably expect from the people
of the South but that they will pronounce the Constitution,
with all its glorious associations, with all its sacred memo-
ries—this Union, with its manifold present and promised
blessings—an unendurable evil, threatening to crush and
to destroy their most vital interests—to make their coun-

State and near the spot where this treason that has been
growing up in the North, so lately culminated in violence

and bloodshed. We would lose the grave—we would
lose all connection with the name of Washington. But
our philanthropic and pious friends who fain would
lead us to this result, would, of course, comfort us with

the consoling reflection that we had the glorious memory
of John Brown in its place. cGreat laughter and cheers.)

Are J'ou, gentlemen, prepared to make the exchange ?

(Cries of " No, no.") Shall the tomb of Washington,
that rises upon the bank of the Potomac, receiving its

tribute from every nation of the earth—shall that become
the property of a foreign State—a State hostile to us in

try a wilderness. 'Why should we expect them to submit its feelings, and we to it in ours? Shall we erect a monu
to such a line of conduct on our part, and recognize us as
brethren, or unite with us in perpetuating the Union ?

For my part I do not see anything unjust or unreason-
able in the declaration often made by Southern members
on this subject. They tell us :

" If you will thus assail

us with incendiary pamphlets, if you will thus create a
spirit in your country which leads to violence and blood-
shed among us, if you will assail the institution upon
which the prosperitj' of our country depends, and will ele-

vate to office over us men who are pledged to aid in such
transactions, and to oppress us by hostile legislation, we
cannot—much as we revere the Constitution, greatly as
we estimate the blessings which would flow from its

faithful enforcement—we cannot longer depend on your
compliance with its injunctions, or adhere to the Union."
For my part, gentlemen, if the North continues to con-

ment among the arid hills at North Klba, and deem the

privilege of making pilgrimages thither a recompense
for the loss of every glorious recollection of the past,

and for our severance from the name of Washington ?

He who is recognized as the Father of his Country ?

(Cries of "No, no," and cheers.) No, gentlemen, we
are not prepared, I trust, for this sad exchange, this

fatal severance. We are not prepared, I trust, either to

part with our glorious past or to give up the advantages

of our present happy condition. We are not prepared
to relinquish our affection for the South, nor to involve

our section in the losses, the deprivation of blessings

and advantages necessarily resulting to each from dis

union. Gentlemen, we never would have attained the

wealth and prosperity as a nation which is now ours,

but for our connection with these very much reviled and
duct itself in the selection of representatives to the ! injured slaveholders of the Southern States. And, gen-

Congress of the United States as, from, perhaps a certain
,
tlemen, if dissolution is to take place, we must part with

degree of negligence and inattention, it has heretofore i the trade of the South, and thereby surrender our parti-

conducted itself, the South is not to be censured if it cipation in the wealth of the South. Nay, more—-we are

withdraws from the Union. (Hisses and applause. A told from good authority that we must not only part

voice—" that's so." Three cheers for the Fugitive Slave with the slaveholding States, but that our younger sister

Law.) We are not, gentlemen, to hold a meeting to say
|
with the golden crown—rich, teeming CaUforuia, she

that " We love this Union ; we delight in it ; we are
j who added the final requisite to our greatness as a

proud of it : it blesses us, and we enjoy it ; but we shall
fill all its offices with men of our own choosing, and, our
brethren of the South, you shall enjoy its glorious past

;

you shall enjoy its mighty recollections ; but it shall
trample your institutions in the dust." We have no
right to say it. We have no right to exact so muc^v
and an opposite and entirely different course, fellow-

citizens, must be ours—must be the course of the great
Noi-th, \i we would preserve this Union. (Applause,
and cries of " Good.")
And, gentlemen, what is this glorious Union ? What

must we sacrifice if we exasperate our b«:thren of the
South, and compel them, by injustice and breac ; ?f

nation— will not come with us. She will remain with

the South.
Gentlemen, if we allow this course of injustice toward

the South to continue, these are to be the consequences

—

evil to us, evil also to iheui. Mucli of all that we are

most proud of; much of all that contributes to our pros-

perity and greatness as a nation, must pass away from
us.

The question is—should we permit it to be continued,

and subuiit lo all these evils? li there any reason to

justify such a course? There is a reason preached to us

lor permitting it. We are told that Slavery is unjust ; we
are tuU that it is a. matter of conscience to put it duwu;
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ami tliat whatever tre.iiies oi' compacts, or lavT;j, or con-

stitulious, liave been made to sanction and uphold ir, ic

is still unholy, and that we are bound to trample upon
treaties, compacts, laws, and constitutions, and to st^nd

oy what these men arrogantly tell us is tlie law i>f tl id

and a fundamental principle of natural justice. Indeed,

gentlemen, these two things are not distinguishable. Tlie

law of God and natural justice, as between man and m:in,

are one and the same. The wisest philosopher of ancient

limes—heathen philosophers—said, The rule of conduct

between man and man is, to live honestly, to injure no

man, and to render to every man his due. In >Yords far

more direct and emphatic, in words of the most perfeci

soraprehensiveness, tlie Saviour of the world gave us tlie

same rule in on* short sentence— '' Love thy neighbor as

thyself." (Applause.) Now, speaking between us, people

of the North and our brethren of the South, I ask you ti)

act upon this maxim—the maxim of the heatlien—the

command of the living God : " Kender to every man his

due," " Love thy neighbor as thyself." (.\pplause.) Thus

we should act and feel toward the South. Upon that

uiaxim which came from Him of Nazareth we should act

toward the South, but without putting upon it any new-

fangled, modern interpretation. We should neither say

nor think that any Gospel minister of this day is wiser than

God himseli'—than He who jave us the Gospel. Tiiese

maxims should govern between us and our brethren of tlie

South. But, gentlemen, the question is this: Do these

niaxiinsjustify the assertion of those who seek to invade

the rights of the South, by proclaiming negro Slavery

unjust ? That is the point to wliich this great argumeni,
involving the fate of our Union, mast now come. Is

negro Slavery unjust ? If it be unjujt, it violates tlie

first rule of human conduct, " Kender to every man his

due." If it be unjust, it violates the law of God, which
says, " Love thy neighbor as thyself." for that law requires

that we should perpetrate no injustice. Gentlemen, if it

could be maintained that negro Slavery is unjust, is thus

in conflict with the law of nature and the law of God,
perhaps I might be prepared—perhaps we all ought to be

prepared to go with that distinguished man to whom
allusion is frequently made, and say, there is a " higlier

law " which compels us to trample beneath our leet, as a
wicked and unholy compact, the Constitution e.^tab.ishcd

by our fathers, with all the blessings it secures to their

children. But I insist—and that is me argument whicli we
must meet, and on which we must come to a conclusion

that shall govern our action in the future selection of re-

])reseni.alive3 in the Congress of the United Slates—/
iusiist that negro Slavery is not unjust. (Long con-
tinued applause.) It is not imjust; it is just,wi!S6, and
bcnejieent. (Hisses, followed by applause, and cries of
" fut liiiu out.") Let him stay, gentlemen.

Pkesidkst.—Let him stay there. Order.

Mr. O'Coxor.—Serpents may hiss, but good men will

hear. (.Cries again of "Put him out;" calls to order;
confusion for a time.)

Tub Fresidknt.—If anybody hisses here, remember that

every oce has his own peculiar way of expressing him-
^elf, and as some birds only understand hissii;g, they
niu?t hiss. (Applause )

Mr. O'Conou.—Gentlemen, tliere ia an animal upon
this earth that has no faculty of making its sentiments
known in any other way than by a hiss. I am for equal
rights. (Three cheers were here given for Mr. O'Conjr,
three for Gov. Wise, and three groans for John Brown.)
I beg of you, gentlemen, all of you who are of my mind at

least, to preserve silence, and leave the hissing animal in

tlie full enjoyment of his natural privileges. (Cries of
" Good, good," laughter and ap])lause.) The first of our
race that offended was taught to do so by that hissing
animal. (Laughter and applause.) The first human
society that was ever broken up through sin and discord,
had its happy union dissolved by the entrance of that
animal. (Applause.) Therefore I say it is his privilege to

hiss. Let liiin hisson. (Cries of " Good, good," laughter
and applause) Gentlemen, 1 will not detain you much
longer. (Cries of "Go on, go on") I maintain that
negro Slavery is not unjust—(a voice—"No, sir," ap-
plause,) that it is benign in its influence upon the white
man and upon the black. (Voices—" That's so, that's
so." applause.) I maintain that it is ordained by na-
ture; tliat it is a necessity of both races; that, in cli-

mates where the black race can live and prosper, nature
herself enjoins correlative duties on the black man and
on the white, which cannot be performed except by t)ie

preservation, and, if the hissing gentleman please, the
j>erpe uaticin "f negro Slavery.

I am fortified in this opinion by the highest tribunal in
our country, that venerable exponent of our institutions,
and of the principles of justice—the Supreme Court of the
United Stales. That court has held, on this subject, what
vise men will ever pronounce to be sound and just doc-

trine. Therj are some principles well known, well under-
stood, universally recognized and universally acknow
ledged among men, that are not to be found written in con-
stitutions or in laws. The people of the United Stales, at
the formation of our Government, were, as they still are, \n

some sense, peculiarly and radically distinguishable from
other nations. We were white men, of—what is commonly
called, by way of diatinction— the Caucasian race. V» e

Were a monogamous people ; that is to say, we were not
Mohammedans, or followers of Joe Smith—with half a do-
zen wives apiece. (Laughter.) It was a fundamcnt.il
principle of our civilization that no State could exist or be
tolerated in tliis Union, which should not, in that respect,
resemble all the other States of the Union. Some other
distinctive features might be stated which serve to mark
us as a people distinct from others, and incapable of asso-
ciatiug on terms of perfect political equality, or social

equality, as friends and fellow-citizens, with some kinds of
people that are to be found upon the face of the earth.
As a white nation, we made our Constitution and our laws,
vesting all political rights in that race. They, and they
alone, constituted, in every pohtical sense, the American
people, (.\pplause.) As to the negro, why, we allowed
him to live under the shadow and protection of our laws.

We gave him, as we were bound to give him, protection
against wrong and outrage ; but we denied to him political

rights, or the power to govern. We left him, for so long a
period as the community in wliich he dwelt should so order,
in the condition of a bondsman. (Applause.) Now, gen-
tlemen, to that condition the negro is assigned by nature.
(Cries of " Bravo," and " That's so," and applause.) Ex-
perience shows that this race cannot prosper—that they
become extinct in any cold, or in any very temperate clime

;

but in the warm, the extremely warm regions, his race can
be perpetuated, and with proper guardianship, may pros-

per. He has ample strength, and is competent to labor,

but nature denies to him either the intellect to govern or
the willingness to work. (Applause.) Both were denied
him. That same power which deprived him of the will to

labor, gave him, in our country, as a recompense, a master
to coerce that duty, and convert him into a useful and val-

uable servant. (.\pplaU3e.) I maintain that it is not in-

justice to leave the negro in the condition in which nature
placed him, and for which alone he is adtiptpd. Fitted

only for a state of pupilage, our slave system gives him a
master to govern him and to supply his deficiencies : in

this there Is no injustice. Neither is it unjust in the master
to compel him to labor, and thereby alford to that master
a just compensation in return for the care and talent em-
ployed in governing him. In this way alone Ls the negro
enabled to render himself useful to himself and to the so

ciety in which he is placed.
These are the principles, gentlemen, which the extreme

measures of abolitionism compel us to enforce. This is

the ground that we must take, or abandon our cherished
Union. We must no longer favor political leaders who talk

about negro Slavery being an evil ; nor nmst we advance
the indefensible doctrine that negro Slavery is a thing
which, although pernicious, is to be tolerated merely be-

cause we have made a bargain to tolerate' it. We must
turn away from tlie teachings of fanaticism. We must
look at negro slavery as it is, rememberuig that the voice
of inspiration, as found in the sacred volume, nowhere
condemns the bondage of those who are fit only for bond-
age. Yielding to the clear decree of nature, and the dic-

tates of sound philosophy, we must i>ronounce that insti-

tution just, benign, lawful and proper. The Constitution

established by the fathere of our Uepublic, which recog-

nized it, must be maintained. And that both may stand
together, we must maintain that neither the institution

itself, nor the Constitution which upholds it, is wicked or
uiljust; but that each is sound and wbe, and entitled to

our fullest support.

We must visit with our execration any man claiming our
suffrages, who objects to enforcing, with entire good faith,

the provisions of the Constitution in favor of negro Slavery,

or who seeks, by any indirection, to withhold its protection

from the South, or to get away from its obligations upon
the North. Let us henceforth support no man for public

office whose speech or action tends to induce assaults upon
the territory of our Southern neighbors, or to generate in-

surrection within their borders. (Loud applause.) These
are the principles upon which we must act. This is what
we must say to our brethren of the South. If we have sent

men into Congress who are false to these views, and are

seeking to violate the compact which binds us together, we
must ask to be forgiven until we have another chance to m.in-

ilest our will at the ballot-boxes. We must tell them that

these men shall be consigned to privacy (applause), and
that true men, men faithful to the Con.stituiion, men
loving all portions of the country alike, shall be elected

in their stead. And, gentlemen, we must do more than
promise this—we must perform it. (Loud applause, fol-
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lowed by tliree clieers for Mr. O'Conor, and ;i tiger.) But
a worJ more, gentlemen, and I liave done. (Cues of" Go
on.") I have no doubt at all iliat what I have sai'l to

you tl is evening will be greatly misrepresented. It is

very certain that I have not had t'me enough properly to

enlarge upon and fully to explain the interesting topics on
which I have ventureii to express myself thus boldly and
distinctly, taking upon myself the consequences, be they
what tliey may. (Applause.) But I will say a few words
by way of explanation. 1 have maintained the justice of

Slavery ; I have maintained it, because 1 hold that the

negro is decreed by nature to a state of pupilage under the

dominion of tlje wiser white man, in every clime where
God and nature meant the negro should live at all.

(Applause.) I say a state of pupilage; and, that I may
be rightly understood, I say that it is the duty of the

white man to treat him kindly ; that is the interest of the

white man to treat him kindly. (Applause.) Ami further,

it is my belief that if the white man, in the StHtes where
Slavery exists, is not interfered with by the fanatics who
are now creating these disturbances, whatever laws,

whatever improvements, whatever variations in the con-
duct of society are necessary for the purpose of enforcing
in every instance the dictates of interest and humanitj',

as between the white man and the black, will be faitli-

fully and fairly carried out in the progress of that im-
provement ia all these things in which we are engaged,
it is not pretended that the master has a right to slay his

slave ; it is not pretended that he has a right to be guilty

of harshness and inhumanity to his slave. The laws of

all the Southern States forliid that; we have not the right

here at the North to be guilty of cruelty toward a horse.

It is an indictable off».'nce to commit such cruelty. The
same laws exist in the South, and if there is any failure

in enforcir.g them to the fullest extent, it is due to this

external force, which is pressing upon the Southern
States, and compels them to abstain perhaps from many
acts bentticeut toward the negro which otherwise would
be performed. (Applause.) In truth, in fact, in deed,

the white man iu the slaveholding States has no more
authority bylaw of the land over his slave than our laws
allow to a father over his minor children. He can no
more violate humanity with respect to them, than a father

in any of the free States of this Union can exercise acts

violative of humanity toward his own son under the age
of twenty-one. So far as the law is concerned, you own
yoUF boys, and have a right to their services until they
are twenty-one. You can make them work for you ;

you
have the right to hire out their services and take their

earnings
;
you have the right to chastise them with judg-

ment and reason if they violate your commands ; and
they are entirely without political rights. Not one of

them at the age of twenlj' years and eleven months even,
can go to the polls ani and give a vote. Therefore, gen-
tlemen, before the law, there is but one difference between
the free white man of twenty years of age in the Northern

Slates, and the negr* V;ndinan in the Southern States*

The wliite man is to be emancipated at twenty-one-
because his God-given liuellect entitles him to einanci))a-

tinn and fits him for the duties to devolve upon him.
The negro, to be sure, is a bondman for life. He may be
sold from one master to another, but where is the ill in

that?—one maybe as good as anotlier. If there be laws
with respect to the mode of sale, wliich by separating man
and wife do occasionally lead to that which shocks
humanity, and may be said to violate all propriety and
all conscience— if such things are done, let the South
alone and they will correct tlie evil. Let our brethren of
the South talie care of their own domestic institutions

and they will do it. (Applause.) They will so govern
themselves as to suppress acts of this descriittion, if they
are occasionally committed, as perhaps ihey are, and we
must all admit that they are contrary to just conceptions
of right and humanity. I have never yet heard of a
nation conquered from evil practices, brought to the
light of civilization, brought to the light of religion or the
knowledge of the Gospel by the bayonet, by the penal
laws, or by external persecutions of any kind. It is not
by declamation and outcry against a peojile from those-
abroad and outside of their territorj' that you can improTe
their manners or their morals in any respect. No ; if,

standing outside of their territory, j-ou attack the errors
of a people, you make them cling to their faults. Froiu
a sentiment somewhat excusable—somewhat akin to self-

respect and patriotism—they will resist their nation's

enemy. Let our brethren ot the South alone, gentlemen,
and if there be any errors of this kind, they will correct
them.
There is but one way in which you can thus leave them

to the guidance of their own judgment—by which you can
retain them in this Union as our brethren, and perpetuate
this glorious Union ; and that is, by resolving—without
reference to the political party or taction to which any
one of you may belong, without reference to the name,
political or otherwise, which you may please to bear

—

resolving that the man, be he who he may, who advocates
the doctrine that negro Slavery is unjust, and ought to

be assailed or legislated against, or who agitates the sub-
ject of extinguishing negro Slavery in any of iis forms as

a political hobby, lliat that man shall be denied your suf-

frages, and not only denied your sulfrages, but that you
will select from the ranks of the opposite part}*, or your
own, if necessary, the m;in you like least, who entertains
opposite sentiments, but througli whose instrumentality

you may be enabled to defeat his election, and to secure
in the councils of the nation men who are true to the

Constitution, who are lovers of the Union—men who can-
not be induced by considerations of imaginary benevo-
lence for a people who really do not desire their aid, to

sacrifice or to jeopard in any degree the blessings wb
enjoy under this Union. May it be perpetual.

,

(Great and continued cheering

)

THE REAL QUESTION STATED.

LETTER FROM CHARLES O'CON^OR TO A COMMITTEE OF MERCHANTS.

New York, Dec. 20, lSo9.

Ceas. O'Cosor, Esq. : The undersigned, being desirous of
circulating as widely as possible, boih at ihe North and at the
South, the proceedings of the Union Meeting held at the

Academy of Music last evening, intend publishing in pamphlet
form, for distribution, a correct copy of the same.
Will you be so kind as to inform us whether this step meets

your approval ; and if so, furnish us with a corrected report
of your speech deUvered by you ou that occasion. Yours
respectfully,

LEITCH, BURNET & CO.,
UEO. W. & JEHIAL READ,
BRUFF, BROTHER & SEAVEB,
C. B. HATCH & CO.,
DAVI.S, NOBLE A CO.,
(Formerlv Fcrmas, Davis & Co.,)

WESSON i COX,
CRONIN, HURXTHAL & PEARS,
ATWATER, MULFORD CO.

Gen'tleiiks ; The measure you propose meets my entire

approval.
1 have long thought that our disputes concerning negro

Slavery would soon terminate, if the public mind could be

drawn to the true issue, and steadily fixed upon it. To
effect this object was the sole aim of my address.

Though its ministers can never pemiii the law of the

land to be questioned by private judgment, there is, never-

theless, such a thing as natural justice. Natural justice

has the Divine sanction ; and it is impossible that any hu-

man law which conflicts with it should long endure.

Where mental enlightenment abounds, where morality

is professed by all, where the mind is free, speech is free,

and the press is free, is it possible, in the nature of

things, that a law whicli is admitted to conflict with natu-

ral justice, and with God's own mandate, should long en-

j
dure ?

Y'ou all will admit that, within certain limits, at least,

our Constitution does contain positive guarant.ts for the

preservation of negro Slavery in the old States through all

time, unless the local legislatures shall think fit to abolish

! it. And, consequently, if negro Slavery, however hu-

]
manely administered or judiciously regulated, be an insti-

tution which coutiicts with natural justice and with God's
1 law, surely the most vehement and extreme admirers ot
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John Brown's eentiments are right: and thei- denun-
ciations against the Constitution, and against tlie most
hallowed names connected with it, are perfectly justifia-

ble.

The friends of truth—the patriotic Americans who would
stistain their country's honor against foreign rivalry, and
defend their country's interests against all assailants, err
greatly when they contend with these men on any point
but one. Their general principles cannot be refuted

;

their logic is irresistible ; the error, if any there be, is in
their premises. They assert that negro Slavery is unjust.
This, and this alone, of all they say, is capable of being
fairly argued against.

If this proposition cannot be refuted, our Union cannot
endure, and it ought not to endure.
Our negro bondmen can neither be exterminated nor

transported to Africa. They are too numerous for either
process, and either, if practicable, would involve a viola-

tion of humanity. If they were emancipated, they would
relapse into barbarism, or a set of negro States would
arise in our midst, possessing political equality, and enti-

tled to social equality. The division of parties would soon
.make the negro members a powerful body in Congress

—

would place some of them in high political stations, and
occasionally let one into the exewitive chair.

It is in vain to say that this could be endured ; it is sim
ply impossible.
What, then, remains to be discussed ?

The negro race is upon us. With a Constitution which
held them in bondage, our Federal Union might be pre-
served ; but if so holding them in bondage be a thing for-

bidden by God and Nature, we cannot lawfully so hold
them, and the Union must perish.

This is the inevitable result of that conflict which has
now reached its climax.
Among us at the north, the sole question for reflection,

study, and friendly interchange of thought should be—Is
negro Slavery unjust? The rational and dispassionate
inquirer will find no difficulty in arriving at my conclu-
sion. It is fit and proper ; it is, in its own nature, as an
institution, beneficial to both races ; and the effect of this

assertion is not diminished by our admitting that many
faults are practised under it. Is not such the fact in re-

spect to all human laws and institutions ?

I am, gentlemen, with great respect, yours truly,

Charles O'Cosob.

To Messrs. Leitch, Burnet & Co.; Geo. W. & Jehial Read; Bruff,
Brodier & Seaver ; C. B. Hatch & Co. ; Davis, Noble A Co. ;

Wesson k Cox ; Cronin, llurxthal & Sears ; Atwater, llulfoi-d

&Co.

HERSCHEL Y. JOHNSON

ON SLAVERY IN THE TERRITORIES.
On the 7th of July, 1848, while the bill to

establish the Territorial Government of Oregon
was under consideration in the United States

Senate, the Hon. Herschel V. Johnson, then a

member of the Senate, from Georgia, and now
a candidate for Vice-President on tlie ticket

with Mr. Douglas, made a lengthy speech from
whicli we extract the following :

It remains now to consider the question involved in

the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missis-

sippi (Mr. Davis). That question is, whether it is the
dut.y of Congress to guarantee to the slaveholder, who
shall remove with his salves into the territory of the
United States, the undisputed enjoyment of his property
in them, ^o long as it continues to be a Territory. Or,

in other words, whether the inhabitants of a Territory,

during their Territorial condition, have the right to pro-
hibit Slavery therein.

For the purpose of this question, it matters not where
the power of legislating for the Territory resides

—

whether exclusively in Congress, or jointly in Congress
and the inhabitants, or exclusively in the inhabitants of
Wie Territory ; the power is precisel.v the same—no
greater in the hands of one than the other. In no event,
can the slaveholder of the South be excluded from
settling in such Territory with his property of every
description. If the right of exclusive legislation for the
Territories belongs to Congress, then I have shown that
they have no Constitutional power, either expressed or
Implied, to prohibit Slavery therein. But suppose that
Congress have the right to establish a Territorial Gov-
ernment only, and that then, all further governmental
control ceases ; can the Territorial Legislature pass an
act prohibiting Slavery? Surely not. For the mo-
ment you admit the right to organize a Territorial Gov-
ernment to exist in Congress, you admit, necessarily

.he subordination of the people of the Territory—their

lependence on this Government for an organic law to

give them political existence. Hence all their legisla-

tion must be in conformity with the organic law ; they
can pass no act in violation of it—none but such as per-

mits. Since, therefore. Congress has no power, as I

have shown, to prohibit Slavery, they cannot delegate
Buch a power to the inhabitants of the Territory ; they
cannot authorize the Territorial Legislature to do that
which they have no power to do. The stream cannot
rise higher than its source. This is as true in govern-
ments as in physics.

It is idle, however, to discuss this question in this form.
For if Congress possess the power to organize temporary
governments, it must then possess the power to legislate
for the Territories. If they may perform the greater, they
niivy the less ; the major Includes the minor proposition.

Ilence Congress has, in all cases since the foundation of

our government, reserved a veto upon the legislation of
the territorial governments ; it is absolutely necessary,
in order to restrain them from violations of the Constitu-
tion and infringements of tlie rights of the States, as joint
owners of the public lands. If, therefore, the act of the
Territorial Government, prohibiting Slavery, should be sent
up to Congress for approval, they would be bound to with-
hold it, upon the ground of its being an act which Congress
themselves could not pass.

But suppose the right of legislation for the Territory be
in its inhabitants, can they proliibit Slavery ? Surely not

;

and for reasons similar to those which show that Congress
cannot.
The Territories are not independent of, but subordinate

to, the United States ; and therefore their legislation must
be subordinate. Let us look at some of the limitations

which this condition imposes. Under the Constitution,
" No title of nobiUty sliall be granted by the United
States ;" " Congress shall make no law respecting the es-

tablishment of religion, or pertaining to the free exercise
thereof; no religious test shall be required as a qualifica-

tion to any office or public trust under the United States,"
etc. It is true, these restrictions do not apply in terms
to the Territories ; but will it be contended for a moment
that they would have the right by legislation to lay these
impositions upon citizens of the States who emigrate
thither for settlement ? . , .

Sovereignty follows the ownership of the domain, and
therefore the sovereignty over the Territories is in the
States in their confederated capacity; hence the reason
that the legislation of Congress, as the agent of the States
respecting the Territories, must be limited by the object

of the trust, the situation and nature of the property to

be administered, and the respective rights of the proper
owners. Now, if the sovereignty over the Territories i#

in the States, and the right of legislation not in Congress,
but in the inhabitants of the Territories, it is evident thai

they can have no higher right of legislation than Congress
could have ; they must be bound by limitations just men-
tioned ; and if the prohibition of Slavery in the Territories

by Congress be inconsistent with these limitations, its pro-
hibition by the territorial legislature would be so likewise.

If possessing the right of legislation, the inhabitants of
the Territories are bound by the limitations to which I

have alluded, it may be asked, who holds the check upon
their action ? I reply, that it is indispensable for Con-
gress to exercise the veto upon their legislation. Who
else shall prevent their passing laws in violation of th«
eijual rights of the States in the Territory, which is thft

common property of all ? AVithout the retention of a veto
upon the legislation of the Territorial Governments, it

would make the inhabitants of the Territory independent
of Congress ; aye, it would establish the proposition, that
the moment you conqui'r a i)eople they rise superior t<»

the government that cou'j uji-s. New-Mexico and Califor-
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nla are ours hy tieafy ; but for all the purposes of this ar-

gument, we have acijuired them by conquest. To assert,

tlierefore, that they liave the right to legislate over all

subjects—to prohibit Slavery, despite the consent of the
United States—is to say that, by our conquest of them,
they become invested with rights superior to those of Con-
gress. The institution of Slavery is fftuiraiiteed by the
Constitution of the United States, and it has the name
protection thrown around it which guards our citizens

against the granting of titles of nobility or the establish-

ment of religion; there/ore Coiiffresn wotild be as much
bound to veto an act of Territorial legblation prohibiting
it, as an act violating these rights of every citizen of the
Republic. . . .

Mr. Mangum.—This is a free Territory (New-Mexico) I

am now speaking about. Suppose a North Carolinian emi-
grates to New-Mexico with his slaves? they must either be
recognized as property, or not ; who has the right to deter-
mine that question?

Mr. Johnson.—I think that question has already been
decided by the late treaty (with Mexico). . . Now, is not
Slavery in the United States a political as well as a muni-
cipal institution ? It is municipal, in that its entire control
and continuance belong to the State in which it exists ; and
It is political, because it is recognized by the organic law
of the Confederacy, and cannot be changed or altered by
Congress, without an amendment to the Constitution ; and
because it is a fundamental law, that three-fifths of the
slaves are represented in the National Legislature. Being
political, upon the execution of the Treaty of Cession with
Mexico, it extended eo inUitnti, over the Territories of
New-Mexico and California. Then, I say, if a fellow-citi-

len of the Senator from North Carolina (>Ir. Mangum)
were to remove with his slaves into New-Mexico, his right
to tlieir use and service is guaranteed by the Constitution
of the United States, and no power on earth can deprive
liim of them, . . It is a misapplication of terms to speak
of prohibiting Slavery in the territory of the United States.

It already exists in contemplation of law, and the legisla-

tion proposed (prohibition) amounts t« abolition. . . .

But suppose, Mr. President, you have the right to pro-
hibit Slavery in the Territories of the United States, what
high political consideration requires you to exercise it?

All must see, that it cannot be effected without producing
rf popufar convuhion icJiich will probably dissolve
this Union.

"capital should own lador."

Mr. Herschel Y. Johnson made a speech at a
Deniocratic meeting in Philadelphia on the 17th

of September, 1856, in which the newspapers
report him as having said, among other things

:

"We believe that capital should own labor ; is there
any doubt that there must be a laboring class every-
where ? In all countries and under every form of social
organizatioa there must be a laboring class—a class of
men who get their living by the sweat of their brow ; and
then there must be another class that controls and di-

rects the capital of the country."

MR. Johnson's views on popcilar sovereignty.

After the adjournment of the Democratic
National Convention from Charleston to Balti-

more a Democratic State Convention met at

Milledgeville, Ga., on the 4th of June, to take

action in regard to the secession of most of the

Georgia delegates at Charleston. It seems that

a Business Committee of 24 was appointed, of

which Herschel Y. Johnson was one. This

Committee disagreed as to the propriety of ap-

pointing new delegates to Baltimore, the friends

of the Seceders opposing and a few who pre-

ferred to see Douglas elected to a dissolution

of the party, favoring that step ; and the conse-

quence was, that two reports were presented

—

a mnjority one by twenty members of the
Committee, and a minority one by lour mem-
bers, which latter division included Herschel
Y. Johnson who, as chairman, introduced the
minority report.

The two reports were discussed by various
persons, Mr. Johnson defending his, and Howell
Cobb, Secretary of the Treasury, acting as pacifi-

cator. The latter gentleman stated that there
was "no difference in the principles enunciated
in both the majority and minority reports.

There were only two minor difl'erences ; one
was, that the majority report indorsed the
secession from the Charleston Convention—
while the minority^ neither indorsed nor com-
mended the action of the Georgia delegates
there."

The result was, that the mnjority report was
adopted by a vote of 299 to 41, when the
minority, under the lead of Mr. Johnson, se-

ceded, organized another Convention and ap-
pointed a full delegation to Baltimore, one-
lialf of whom were admitted to seats by the
Convention, together with one-half of the other
delegation.

The following is the report presented to the
regular Convention by Mr. Johnson :

MINORITT REPOItT.

liesolred. That we reaffirm the Cincinnati riatform.
with the following additional projiositions ;

1st. That the citizens of the United States have an equal
right to settle with their property ofany !^!nd,m the
organized Territories of the United States, and that under
the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in
the case of Dred Scott, which we recognize as the correct
exposition of the Constitution in this particular, slave
fjroperiy stands upon the same footin ij a.^ all other
descriptions of])roperty, and ihatmither the General
Gover7im,ent, kor any Tekritoiual Guvzenmext, can
destroy or impair the right to fduve jo'operti/ln the
common Territories, any more than the right to any other
descrijMon of propjerty ; that property of all kinds,
slaves as well as any other species of property, in the
Territories, stand upon the same equal and broad Consti-
tutional basis, and subject to like principles of recognition
and protection in the hEoiShATivE, judicial and execu-
tive department'^ of the Government.

'2d. That we will support any man who may be nomi-
nated by the Baltimore Convention, for the Presidency,
who holds the princijjles set forth in the foregoing pro-
position, and who will give them his indorsement, and
that we will not hold ourselves bound to support anj-man,
who may be the nominee, who entertains principles iri-

conJtistent with those set forth in the above proposition,
or irho denies that slave property in the Territories
does stand on an equalfooting, and on the same Consti-
tutional basis of other descripjtions ofpyrcpierty.
In view of tlie fact that a large majority of the delegates

from Georgia felt it to be their duty to withdraw from the
late Democratic Convention at Charleston, thereby de-
priving this State of her vote therein, accoriUng to the
decision of said Convention.
Resolved, That this Convention will appoint twenty

delegates—four from the State at large, and two from
each Congressional District—to represent the Democratic
party of Georgia, in the adjourned Convention at Balti-
more, on the ]8th inst., and that said delegates be and
they are hereby instructed to present the foregoing pro-
positions, and ask their adoption by the National
Democratic Convention. Herschel V. Johxsojj,

Th03. p. S.VFFOLn,
II. K. .McCiY.
A. CoLVAliD.
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TREASON AND DISUNION AVOWFD.

In 185fi, as now, many of the leading States-

men and editors of the Democratic party in the

SoutJ^ern States uttered predictions of Disunion,

made arguments for Disunion and very solemn

threats of Disunion in case they should be

beaten in the Presidential Election. Mr. Siidell,

Senator from Louisiana, and the particular

friend and cliampion of Mr. Buchanan, declared

in 1836 tliat " if Fremont should be elected,

the Union would be dissolved." Mr. Toombs,
of Georgia, said " that in such an event tlie

Union would be dissolved, and ought to be dis-

solved." Mr. Butler, of S. C, a leading mem-
ber of the U. S. Senate and chairman of the

Judiciary Committee in 1856, said:

yVTien Fremont is elected, we must rely upon what
we have—a good State Government. Every Governor of

the South should call the Legislature of his State to-

gether, and have measures of the South decided upon.

If they did not, and submit to the degradation, they

would deserve the/ate of slaves, /should advise my
Legislature to go at the tap of the drum.

Mr. Keitt, of S. C, made a fiery speech at

Lynchburgh, Va., in 1856 and in view of the

appreiiended election of Col. Fremont, ex-

ciiii lied:

I tell you now, that if Fremont is elected, adherence
to the Union is treason to liberty. (Loud cheers.) I

tell you now, that the southern man who will submit to

his election is a traitor and a coward. (Enthusiastic

cheers.)

This speech was indorsed as " sound doc-

trine " by the Hon. John B. Floyd, of Va., now
Mr. Buchanan's Secretary of War.

Mr, Preston S. Brooks was complimented for

his attempted (and nearly successful) assassi-

nation of Senator Sumner, by an ovation at the

hands of his constituents at which Senators But-

ler, S. C, and Toombs, of Georgia, assisted.

The hero of the day, Mr. Brooks, made a speech

on the occasion from which the following is an

extract

;

We have the issue upon us now ; and how are we to

meet it? I tell you, fellow-citizens, from the bottom of

my heart, that the only mode which I think available for

meeting it isju.st to te<ir the Constitution of the United
States, trample it under foot, and form a Southern
Confederacy every State of which will be a slavehold-

ing State. (Loud and prolonged cheers) I believe it,

aa I stand in the face of my Maker ; I believe it on my
responsibility to you as your honored representative,

that the only hope of the South is in the South, a?ul

that the only available means of making that hope
effective is to cut asunder the bond^ that tie ws to-

gether, and take our separate position in the family
ofnations. These are my opinions. They have always
been my opinions. / have been a disunionist from,
the time I could think. . . .

Now, fellow-citizeng, I have told you very frankly
and undisguisedly, that I believe the only hope of the

South is indissoloing the bonds which connect us with
the Government—in separatijig the living bodyfrom
the dead carcass. If I was the commander of an army,
J never would post a sentinel who would not swear
that Slavery is right." . . .

I speak on my individual responsibility : IfFremont
be elected President of the United States, I am. for the

f
People in their majesty rising above the litw and
eaders, taking the power into their own hands, goin^

bj,' concert or not by concert, and laying the slron.

arm of southernfree>nen upo7i the Treasury and ar-
chives ofthe Government. (Applause.

)

The Charleston " Mercury," the recognized
organ of the South Carolina Democracy, in a
recent article says

:

Upon the policy ofdissolving the Union, of separat-
ing tlie South from her northern enemies, and estab-
lishing a s<^uthern Confederacy, 2)nrties, pre^se^i, poli-
ticians, and people, are a unit. There is not a single
public Tnan in her limits, not one ofher 2)resent repre-
sentatives or senators in Congress who is not pledged
to the lips infavor ofdisunior. Indeed, we well remem-
ber that one of the most prominent leaders of the coope-
ration party, when taunted with submission, rebuked the
thought by saying, " that in opposing secession, he only
took a step backward to strike a blow more deadly
against the Union."

In the autumn of 1856, Henry A. Wise, then
Governor of Virginia, told the people of that

State that

—

The South could not, without degradation, submit to
the election of a Blaek Republican President. To tell

me we should submit to the election of a Black Republi-
can, under circumstances like these, is to tell me that
Virginia and the fourteen Slave States are already subju-
giUed and degraded, [cheers ;] that the southern people
are without spirit, and without purpose to defend the
rights they know and dare not maintain. [Cheers ] If
you submit to the election of Fremont, you will prove
what Seward and Burlingarae said to be true—that the
South cannot be kicked out of the Union.

During the Presidential campaign of 1856, the
Washington correspondent of the " A'^ew Orleans
Delta," a journal high in the confidence of tlie

Pierce administration, wrote :

It is already arranged, in the event of Fremont's
election, or a failure to elect by the people, to call the
Legislatures of Virginia, South Carolina and Georgia 'to

concert measures to withdraw fjom the Union before
Fremont can get possession of the Army and navy and
the purse-strings of government. Governor Wise is aa-
lively at work already in the m,ntter. The Smith cam
rely on the President in the emergency contemplated.
The question now is, whether the people of the South will

sustain their leaders.

At a Union meeting recently held at Knos-
ville, Tenn., Judge Daily, formerly of Georgia,

made a violent southern speech, in the course of
which he said

:

During the Presidential contest, Governor Wise had ad-
dressed letters to all the southern governors, and that
the one to the Governor of Florida had been shown
him, tn ^ohich Gov. Wise said he had, an army in read-
iness to prevent Fremontfrom, tnking his seat if elect-

ed, and asking the cooperation of those to whom be
wrote :

Chailes J. Faulkner, formerly a Representa-

tive ic Congress from Virginia, Chairman of the
Democratic Congressional Committee, in 1856,
and now Minister to France, at a recent Demo-
cratic meeting held in Virginia, over which ho
presided, said

:

When that noble and gallant son of Virginia, Henry A.
Wise, declared, as was said he did in October, 1856, "that

if Fremont should be elected, IIR would skizb tub na-
tional ARSENAL AT harpeb's feuuy, how few would, at

that time, have justified so bold and decided a measure?
Jt is thefortune of some great and gifted minds to see

far in advanceof their contemporaries. Should Wil-
liam II. Seward be elected in ISliO, where is the man now
in our miilst, who -oould net callfor t\e impeachment
of a Governor of 'Hrginia who would silently suffer"
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thatarmiiry to pass mi/Ier Vie control of »uch an Eay-

ecutive head t

Tlie Jiichinoiid Enquirer, long one of the

leading exponents of tlie Soiuliern Democracy,
in commenting on tlie murderous assault on
Senator Sumner, said :

Sumner, and Sumner's friends, must be punished and si-

lenced Either such wretches must be hunjj or put in the
penitentiary, or tlie South should prepare at once to quit

the Union.
If Fremont is elected, the Uniou will not last an hour

after Mr. Pierce's terra expires.

If Fremont is elected, it will be the duty of the South
to dissolve the Union and form a Southern Confederacy.

Let the South present a compact and undivided front.

Let her, if possible, detach Pennsylvania and southern
Ohio, southern Indiana, and southern Illinois, from tlie

North, and make the highlands between the Ohio and the

lakes the dividins line. Let the South treat with Califor-

nia ; and, if necessary, ally herself with Russia, with Cuba,
and Brazil.

Senator Iverson, of Georgia, in a speech made
to Ills constituents previous to the .is~embling of

the second session of tiie 3tith Congress, said :

Sliivery m.<ist be maintained—in the Union, ifpos-
sible; out of it. if necessary ; peaceably, if we. may,
forcibly if tee must. .

In a confederated government of their own, the South-
em States would enjoy sources of wealth, prosperity, and
power, unsurpassed by any nation on earth. No neutra-
lity laws would restrain our adventurous sons. Our ex-

panding policy would stretch far beyond present limits.

Central America would join her destiny to ours, and so

would Cuba, now withheld from us by the voice and votes

of Abolition enemies.

During the late memorable contest for Speaker,

the same Senator remarked, as follows:

Sir, I will tell you what I would do, if I had the control

of the southern members of this House and the other, when
you elect John Sherman. If I had control of the public
sentiment, the very moment you elect John Sherman,
thus giving to the South the example of insult as well as

injury, I would walk, every one of us, out of the Halls of

this Capitol, and consult our constituents ; and I would
never enter again until I was bade to do so by those who
had the right to control me. Sir, I go further than that.

I would counsel my constituents instantly to dissolve all

political ties with a party and a people who thus trample
on our rights. That is what I would do.

In an elaborate speech delivered later in the

session by the same Senator, he said:

Sir, there is but one path of safety to the South ; but
one mode of preserving her institution of domestic Slavery

;

and that is a confederacy of States having no incongruous
and opposing elements—a confederacy of Slave States

alone, with homogeneous language, laws, interests, and In-

stitutions. Under such a confederated Republic, with a
Constitution which should shut out the approach and en-
trance of all incongruous and conflicting elements, which
should protect the institution from change, and keep the
whole nation ever bound to its preservation, by an un-
changeable fundamental law, the fifteen Slave States, with
their power of expansion, would present to the world the
most free, prosperous, and happy nation on the face of the
wide earth.

Sir, with these views, and with the firm conviction which
I have entertained for many years, and which recent events
have only seemed to confirm, that the " irrepressible con-
flict " between the two sections must and will go on, and
with accumulated speed, and must end, in the Union, with
the total extinction of African Slavery in the southern
States, that I have announced my determination to ap-
prove and urge the southern States to dissolve the Union
upon the election of a lilack Republican to the Presidency
of the United States, by a sectional northern party, and
upon a platform of opposition and hostility to southern
Slavery.

Senator Brown, of Mississippi, in a recent
speech to his constituents, said :

Iwant Cuba; I want Tamaulipas, Potosi, and one or
two other Mexican States; and I want them all for the
same reason—for the plniting and sipreading of Sla-
very. And a footing in Central America will powerfully
aid us in acquiring those other .states. Yes ; I want these
countriesfor the spread of Slavery. I would spread

the blessings of Slavery, like the religion of our Dirine
Master, to the uttermost ends of the earth ; and, rchd-
lious and wicked as the Yankees have been, Iwinild eren
extend it to them
AVhether we can olitain the Territory while the Uiiii'U

lasts, I do not know ; I fear we cannot, liut 1 would nuikf
an honest effort, and if we failed, I would go out of Ih.'

Union, and try it there. I speak plainly— I would make a

refusal to acquire territory, because it was to he slave ter

ritory, a cause for disunion, just .is 1 would make the refu-

sal to admit a new State, because it was to be a Slave State,

a cause for disunion
The election of .Mr. Seward, or any other man of his

party, is not, per se, justifiable ground for dissolving the
Union. But the act of putting the Government in the
hands of men who mean to use it for our subjugation, ought
to be resisted, even to the disruption of every tie tliat

binds us to the Union.

Jefferson Davis, U. S. Senator from Missis-

sippi, in an address to the people of his State,

July t), 18.59, said :

For myself, I say, as I said on a former occasion, in

the contingency of the election of a President on the
platform of Mr. Seward's Rochester speech, let the Union
be dissolved. Let the " great, but not the greatest of
evils," come.

Mr. Clay, of Alabama, in a recent speech in

the Senate, contemplating the possible defeat of
his partv in the coming Presidential contest.

said :

I make no predictions, no promise for my State

;

but, in conclusion, will only say, th;^t if she is faithful to

the pledges she has made and principles she has pro-
fessed—if she is true to her own interest and her own
honor— if she is not recreant to all that State pride, in-

tegrity and duty demand—she will never submit to your
authority. I will add, that unless she and all the
southern States of this Union, with perhaps but two, or,

at most, three e.xceptions, are not faithless to the pledges
they have given, they uill never submit to the govern-
ment of a President professing yo r politicalfaith
and elected ly your sectional majority.

When Mr. Clay had taken his seat, Mr. Gwin,
of California, made a speech in which he de-

clared it as " the inevitable result that the

South would prepare for resistance in the event
of the election of a Republican President."

On the 24th of January, 1860, the Hon.
Robert Toombs, of Georgia, made a violent

speech in the Senate, on Mr. Douglas' Resolu-

tion directing the Judiciary Committee to re-

port a bill for the protection of each State and
Territory against invasion from any other State

or Territory. Mr. Toombs commenced his

speech by the announcement that the country
was in the midst of civil war, adding, " I feel

and know that a large body of these Senators
are enemies of my country." Mr. Toombs pro
ceeded in an elaborate and vituperative speech
to prove that the people of the North had vio-

lated the Constitution, by refusing to capture

and return fugitive slaves to their masters in

the South.

Sir, I have but little more to add—nothing for myself.
I feel that I have no need to pledge my poor services ta

this great cause—to my country. My State has spoken
for herself. Nine years ago a convention of her people
met and declared that her connection with this govern-
ment depended upon the faithful execution of this fugitive

slave law, and her full enjoyment of eijual rights in the
common Territories. I have shown that the one contin-

gency has already arrived ; the other waits only the suc-

cess of the Republican party in the approaching Presiden-
tial election. I was a member of that convention, and
stood then and now pledged to its action. I have faith-

fully labored to avert these calamities. I will yet labor
until this last contingency happens, faithfully, honestly,
and to the best of my poor abilities. When that time
comes, freemen of Georgia redeem your pledge ; I am
ready to redeem mine. Your honor is involved—your
faitJi is plighted. I know you feel a stain as a wound;
your peace, your social system, your firesi.los aie in-
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volved. Never permit this Federal Government to

pass into the traitorous hands of the Black liepahlicint

parti/. It has already declai-ed war against you and your
kistitutiontf. It every day commits acts of war against

you ; it has already compelled you to arm for your de-

lense. Listen to " no vain babblings," to no treacherous
jargon about " overt acta ;" they have already been com-
mitted. Defend yourselves ; the enemy is at your door

;

wait not to meet him at the hearthstone—meet him at the I

door-sill, and drive him from the tec^ple of liberty, or pull

down its pillars and Involve him in a common ruin.

Senator Clingman, of North Carolina, in a re-

cent speech, says that " there are hundreds of

disunionists in the South now, where there was

not one ten years ago," and that in some of the

States the men who would willingly sec the

Union dissolved are in the majority. In con-

sidering the proper cause for disunion, Mr.

Clingman continues

:

In my judgment, the election of the Presidential can-

didate of the Black Republican party will furnish that

cause. . . .

No other " overt act" can so imperatively demand re-

sistance on our part as tlje simple election of their candi-

date. Their organization is one of avowed hostility, and
they come against us as enemies. . . .

The objections are not personal merely to this Senator
(Mr. Seward), but apply equally to any member of the

party elected by it. It has, in fact, been suggested that,

as a matter of prudence, for the first election they should

choose a southern free-soiler. Would the Colonies have
submitted more willingly to Benedict Arnold than to Lord
CornwalUs ?

Mr. Curry, of Alabama, a member of tlie

House of Representatives, in a recent speech,

says

:

However distasteful it may be to my friend from New
York (Mr. Clark), however much it may revolt the public

sentiment or conscience of this country, I am not ashamed
or afraid publicly to avow that the election of A\'illiam H.
Seward or Salmon P. Chase, or any such representative of

the Republican party, upon a sectional platform, ought to

be resisted to the disruption of every tie that binds this

Confederacy together. (Applause on the Democratic
side of the House.)

Mr. Pugh, of the same State, made a speech

in the House, in which lie said :

If, with the character of the Government well defined,

and the rights and privileges of the parties to the compact
clearly asserted by the Democratic party, the Black Re-
publicans get possession of the Government, then the

question is fully presented, whether the Southern States

will remain in the Union, as subject and degraded colo-

nies, or will they withdraw and establish a Southern Con-
federacy of coequal homogeneous sovereigns ?

In my judgment, the latter is the only course compati-

ble with the lionor, equality, and safety of the South ; and
the sooner it is known and acted upon the better for all

parties to the compact.
The truest conservatism and wisest statesmanship de-

mand a speedy termination of all association with such
confederates, and the formation of another Union of

States, homogeneous in population, institutions, interests,

and pursuits.

Mr. Moore, of the same State, said

:

I do not concur with the declaration made yesterday
by the gentleman from Tennessee, that the election of a
Black Republican to the Presidency was not cause for a
dissolution of the Union. AVhenever a President is elected

by a fanatical majority at the North, those whom I repre-

sent, as I believe, and the gallant State which I in part
represent, are ready, let the consequences be what they
may. to fall back on their reserved rights, and say, " As
to this Union, we have no longer any lot or part in it."

Mr. Bonham, a member of the House from
South Carolina, said

:

As to disunion, upon the election of a Black Republi-
can, I can speak for no one but myself and those I have
here the honor to represent; and I say, without hesitation,

that, upon the election of Mr. Seward, or any other man
who indorses and proclaims the doctrines held by him and
his party—call him by what name you please— I am in

favor of an immediate dissolution of the Union. And, sir.

I think I speak the sentiments of my own constituents anv
the State of South Carolina, when 1 say so.

Mr. Crawford, of Georgia, said :
•

Now, in regard to the election of a Black Republican
President, I have this to say, and I speak the sentiment ol

every Democrat on this floor from the State of Georgia

:

we will never submit to the inauguration of a Black Re-
publican President. (Applause from the Democratic
benches, and hisses from the Republicans.) I repeat it,

sir—and I have authority to say so—that no Democratic
representative from Georgia on this floor will ever submit
to the inauguration of a Black Republican President.
(Renewed applause and hisses.) . . . The most con-
fiding of them a-1 are, sir, for " equality in the Union or
independence out of it ;" having lost all hope in the
former, I am for " independence now and independence
FOnKVER !"

Mr. Gartrell, of the same State, said :

Just so sure as the Republican party succeeds in elect-

ing a sectional man, upon their sectional, Anti-Slavery
platform, breathing destruction and death to the rights of
my people, just so sure, in my judgment, the time will

have come when llie South must and will take an unmis-
takable and decided action, and that then, " he who
dallies is a dastard, and he wlio doubts is damned." I

need not tell what I, as a Southern man, will do—I think
L may safely speak for the masses of the people of Georgia
—that when tliat event happens, they, in my judgment,
will consider it an overt act, a declaration of war, and
meet immediately in convention, to take into considera-
tion the mode and measure of redress. That is iny posi-

lion
; and if that be treason to the Government, make the

iuo.->t of it.

Mr. McRae, formerly Governor of Mississippi,

now a member of the House of Representatives,

recently spoke in that body as follows

:

I said to my constituents, and to the people at the
capital of my State, on my way here, that if such an
event did occur, while it would be their duty to determine
tlie course which the State would jiursue, it would be my
privilege to counsel with them as to wnat I believed to be
the proper course; and I said to them, what I say now,
iinii will always say in such an event, that my counsel
would be to take independence out of the Union i-n pre-
ference to the loss of constitutional rights, and conse-
quent degradation and dishonor in it. That is my posi-

tion, and it is the position which I know the Democratic
party of the State of Mississippi will maintain.

Mr. De Jarnette, a member of the House
from Virginia, says

:

Thus William H. Seward stands before the country a
perjured traitor ; and yet that man, with hands stained
with the blood of our citizens, we are asked to elect Pre-
sident of the United States. You may elect him President

of the North, but of the South never. Whatever the

event may be, others may differ ; but Virginia, in view
of her ancient renown, in view of her illustrious dead,
and in view of her sio semper iyrannis, will resist his

authority. I have done.

Mr. Leake, also of Virginia, declares :

Virginia has the right, when slie pleases, to withdraw
from the Confederacy. (Applause from the Democratic
benches.) , . . That is iier doctrine. We will not
fight in the Union, but quit it the instant we think proper
to do so.

Mr. Singleton, of Mississippi, says :

You ask me when will the time (for disunion) come;
when will the South be united? It will be when you
elect a Black Republican—Hale, Seward, or Cliase— Pre-
sident of the United States. Whenever you undertake
to place such a man to preside over the destinies of the
South, you may expect to see us undivided and indivisi-
ble friends, and to see all parties of the South arrayed to
resist his inauguration.
We can never quietly stand by and permit the control

of the army and navy to go into the hands of a Black
Republican President.

Gov. Letcher, of Virginia, in his recent mes-
sage to the Legislature of his State, avows the
rankest disunion and revolutionary .sentiments.

In this document, he declares that if a Repub-
lican Presiden: 's elected in 1800,

It is useless to attempt to conceal the fict that, in tlie

present temper of the Southern people, it cannot be and
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tcill not (.,< xiOimlU<d tu. Tlie " irrepressible conflict"

.1 .Liriiie, iiiiiKiiinceii anil advociiteil by the ablest and
lu ..t (li'tiiijrii.'tifd leafier of tlie KnpubliCHn party, is an
o;>eii iiccliiratliiii (if war against the institution of African
^, iVciy, \vli<-rever it exist.-i; and I would be disloyal to

V 1!? II a and the South if I did not declare that the

ileoiion of such a man, entertaining such sentiments,

«m1 iidvoi-a'ing such doctrines, ought to be rfSisted by
th« shtveholding States. The idea of permitting such a
mall lo have the control and direction of the army and
navy "t ilie United States, and the appointment of bi!,'h

j iiiiciul and executive officers, postmasters included,

cannot be enteitained by the Southfor a moment.

The lion. WiUitiiii L. Yancy, a leading and
prominent Deniocr.itic politician of Alabama,
and formerly nieniber of Congress from that

State, wrote the foUosving letter in 1858, which
the Waxhivgton iStatex, a Democratic Journal,

recently published under the title of the " Scar-

let Letter
:"

MosTGOMERT, Jitnc 15, 185?.

Dear Sir : Your kind favor of the 15th is re-

ceived
I hardly agree with you that a general movement

can be made that will clear out the Augean stable. If

tlie Democracy were overthrown, it would result in giv-

ing place to a greater and hungrier swarm of flies.

The remedy of the South is not in such a process. It

is in a diligent organization of her true men'for prompt
resistance to the next aggression. It must come in the
nature of things. No national party can save us ; no
sectional party can ever do it. But if we could do as

our fathers did—organize committees of safety all over
the Cotton States (and it is only in them that we can
hope for any ellective movement)—we shall fire the
Southern heart, instruct the Southern mind, give cou-
rage to each other, and at the proper moment, by (»w
oryanizcd concerted action, we can precipitate the

Cotton St'ite^ into a j'evolutioti.

The idea has been shadowed forth in the South by
Mr. Kutfin ; has been taken ud and recommended in

The Advertiser (Published at Montgomery. Alabama),
under the name of " League of United Southerners," who,
keeping up their old party relations on all other ques-
tions, will hold the Southern issue paramount, and will

influence parties, legislatures, and statesmen. I have no
time to enlarge, but to suggest merely.

lu haste, yours, etc., W. L. Yancey.
To J.iMitS S. Slaughter, Esq.

T/ie Moutgomerii (Ala.) Confederation thus

gives the record of the leading secession dele-

gates from the Charleston Convention from
lint State. It says :

Xo one can be deceived as to what are the objects
of the Charleston Convention. Listen to what their men
Bay :

" I want the Cotton States precipitated into a revolu-
tion."— M'm. L. Ydncey.
" If I had the power, I would dissolve this Govern-

ment in two minutes."

—

J. T. Morgan,.
" Let us break up this rotten, stinking, and oppressive

Government."

—

George Gayle.
" Resistance ! Kesistance to death against the Gov-

ernment is what we want now."

—

David Hubbard.

AN AXTI-SLAVKRT VIEW OF DISUNION.

The following Resolutions, prepared by AVm.
Lloyd Garrison, were adopted at a Convention
of the non-voting Abolitionists (better known
as Garrisonians), at Albany, New-York, oa the

2d of February, 18.59 :

Whereas (to quote the language of John Quincy Adams),

" The bargain between Freedom and Slavery contained in

the Constitution of the United States, is morally and po-

litically vicious, inconsistent with the principles on which
alone our Revolution can be justified ; cruel and ojipres-

sive, by riveting the chains of Slavery ; and grossly une-

qual and impolitic, by admitting that Slaves are at once
enemies to be kept in subjection, property to be secured

and returned to their owners, and persons not to be repre-

sented themselves, but for whom their masters are privi-

leged with nearly a double share of representation ;" aud
Wliereaa (to quote the l.mguage of Vim. Klkry Chan-

ning) "We in the Free States cannot fly from the shame
or guilt of the Institution of Slavery, while there are pro-

visions of the Constitution binding us to give it supiiort.

On this subject our fatliers, in framing the Constitution,

sweri-ed from the right. AVe, their children, see the iiath

of duty more clearly than they, and must w alk in it. No
blessings of the Union can be a compensation for taking

part in the enslaving of our fellow-creatures ;" and
Whereas (to quote the language of Josiali Quincy, Sen.),

" The arm of the Union is the very sinew of the subjection

of the Slaves ; it is the Shiveholder's main strength ; its

continuance is his forlorn hope ;" and
Whereas (to quote the language of Mr. L'nderwood, of

Kentucky, as uttered on the floor of Congress)," The IMs-

solutinn of the Union, making the Ohio River and Mason
and Dixon's line the boundary line, is the Dissolution of

Slavery. It had been the common practice for Southern

men to" get up on this floor and siiy, ' Touch this subject

and we will Dissolve the Union as a remedy.' Their re-

medy was the destruction of the thing which they wished

to save, and any sensible man could see it ;" and
Whereas (toquote the language of Mr. Arnold, of Ten.

nessee, on the same occasion), " The South has nothing to

rely on, if the Union be Dissolved ; for, supposing that

Dissolution to be elfected, a million of Slaves are ready to

rise and strike for Freedom at the first tap of the drum :"

therefore,

1. Ji'esolred, That in advocating the Dissolution of the

Union, the Abolitionists are justified by every ))recept of

the Gospel, by every principle of morality, by every claim

of humanity ; that such a Union is a " Covenant with

Death," which ought to be annulled, and " an agreement
with Hell," which a just God cannot permit to stand ; and
that it is the imperative and paramount duty of all who
would keep their souls from lilood-guiltiness, to deliver the

oppressed out of the hand of the spoiler, and usher in the

day of Jubilee ; to seek its immediate overthrow bj' all

righteous instrumentalities.

3. Resolved, That (to quote the language of ^Villiam H.

Seward) " they who think this agitation is accidental, un-

necessary, the work of interested or fanatical agitators,

and therefore ephemeral, mistake the case altogether
:_

it

is an Irrepressible Conflict between opposing and enduring

forces • and it means that the United States must and will,

sooner or later, become either entirely a Slaveholding

Nation or entirely a Free Labor Nation. It is the failure

to app.-ehend this great truth that induces so many un-

successful attempts at final Compromise between the Free

and Slave States ; and it is the existence of this great fact

that renders all such pretended Compromises, when made,

vain and ephemeral." Therefore,

3. liesolved. That no matter how sincerely or zealously

any Political Party may be struggling with side issues, in

relation to Slavery, to prevent its extension, or otherwise

cripple its power, while standing within the Union and
sanctioning its Pro-Slavery Compromises, and refusing to

attack the Institution itself, its position is morally inde-

fensible ; it rests upon a sandy foundation ; its testimonies

are powerless, and its example fatal to the cause of lib-

erty : hence we cannot give it any support.

4. Resolved, That " better a thousand times that all

North America should be obliterated by a concuiTence of

the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, as a dead, revenging sea

over buried Cities, than that we, after all our light and

Liberty, should live only by removing the truth that gave

U3 being, or should set the example to a terrified and

struggling world of a Nation claiming arid daruig to exist

only by sustained and sanctified oppression."



]74 A POLITICAL TEXT-BOOK FOR 1860.

THK POWER OF JHE SUPREME COURT.

In view of the Dred Scott duta and other en-
croachments upon the Liberties of tiie People
and the rights of the States, that may well be
apprehended from future decisions of a Federal
partisan Judiciary, the opinions of the leaders of
the old Jeffersouian Republican party on the

powers and duties of the Supreme Court become
matter of public interest.

OPINIONS OF THOMAS JKFFERSON.

la a letter to John Adams, dated Sept. 11,

180-1, Mr. Jefferson says :

You seemed to think that it devolved on the Judges to

decide on the validity of the Sedition Law. But nothing in

the Constitution has given them a right to decide for the
Executive, more than the Executive to decide for them.
Both magistrates are equally independent in the sphere of
action assigned to them. The Judges, believing the law
constitutional, had a right to pass a sentence of fine and
Imprisonment, because the power was placed in their
hands by the Constitution. But the Executive, believing
the law to be unconstitutional, were bound to remit the
execution of it, because that power had been confided to
them by the Constitution."

Again, in a letter to Judge Roane, dated
Poplar Forest, Sept. 6, 1819, Mr. Jefferson re-

marks :

In denying the right they usurp in exclusively ex-
plaining the Constitution, I go further than you do, if I
understand i-ightly your quotation from the FedeialUt^
of an opinion that " The Judiciary is the last resort in re-
lation to the other departments of the Government, but
not in relation to the rights of the parties to the compact
under which the Judiciary is derived." If this opinion be
sound, then indeed is our Constitution a complete yeZo de
se. For intending to establish three departments, coordi-
nate and independent, that they miglit checli and balance
one another, it has given, according to this opinion, to one
of them alone the right to prescribe rules for the govern-
ment of the others, and to that one, too, which is unelected
by and independent of the nation The Consti-
tution, on tliis hypothesis, is a mere thing of wax, in the
hands of the Judiciary,which they may twist and shape hito
any form they please. It should be remembered, as an eter-
nal truth in politics,that whatever power in any government
is independent, is absolute also ; in theory only at flrst,while
the spirit of the people is up, but in practice as fast as that
relaxes. Independence can be trusted nowhere but with
the people in mass. They are inherently independent of
all but moral law. My construction of the Constitution is

very different from that you quote. It is that each de-
partment is truly independent of the others, and has an
equal right to decide for itself what is the meaning of the
Constitution in the cases submitted to its action, and espe-
cially where it is to act ultimately and without appeal.

In a letter to Mr. Jarvis, dated Monticello,
Sept. 28, 1820, Mr. Jefferson says:

.... You seem, in pages 84 and 148, to consider
the Judges as the ultimate arbiters of all constitutional
questions— a very dangerous doctrine indeed, and one
which would place us under the despotism of an oligarchy.
Our judges are as honest as other men, and not more so.
They have, with others, the same passions for party, for
power, and the privilege of their corps. Their ma.xim is,
" honijudicln est ampliarejurisdictionem,'''' and their
power the more dangerous as they are in office for life,

and not responsible, as the other functionaries are, to the
elective control. The Constitution has erected no such
sin-le tribunal, knowing that, to whatever hands confided,
with t.ic corruptions of time and party, its members would
jecouie dtspoUs. It has nio-e wisely made all the depart-
ments co-equal and co-sove eign withiu themselves.

Under date of Montecello, Dec. 25, 1820, he
writes to Thomas Ritchie as follows

:

. . . . The Judiciary of the United States is the
subtle corps of sappers and miners constantly working
under-ground to undermine tlie foundations of our con-
federated fiibric. They are construing our Constitution
from a cor.nUnation of a general and special government
to a general and supreme one alone.

On the 18th of August, 1821, Mr. Jefferson

writes to Mr. C. Hammond, as follows:

It has long, however, been my opinion, and I have
never shrunk from its expression, that the germ of disso-

lution of our Federal Government is in the constitution
of the Federal Judiciary—an iiresponsi)>le body, work-
ing like gi-Hvity by niglit and by day, gaining a little to-

day and a little to-morrow, and advancing its noiseless

step, like a thief, over tlie field of jurisdiction, until all

shall be usurped from the States, and the Goveiiiment of
all be consolidated into one. To this I am opposed ; be-
cause, when all government, domestic and foreign, in

little as in great tilings, shall be drawn to Washington as
the centre of all power, it will render powerless the
checks provided of one Government on another, and will

become as venal and oppressive as the Government from
which we separated. It will be as in Europe, where
every man must be either pike or gudgeon, hammer or
anvil. Our functionaries and theirs are wares from the
same workshop, made of the same materials, and by the
same hand. If tlie States look with apathy on this silent
descent of their Government into the gulf which is to
swallow all, we have only to weep over the human char-
acter, formed uncontrollable but by a rod of iron, and
the blasphemers of man as incapable of self-government,
become his true historians.

In aletterto Judge Johnson, dated Monticello,

March 4, 1820, he says—
I cannot lay down my pen without recurring to one of

the subjects of my former letter, for, in truth, there is no
danger I apprehend so much as the consolidation of our
Government by the noiseless, and therefore unalarming,
instrumentality of the Supreme Court. This is the form
in which Federalism now arrays itself.

In a letter dated June 12, same year, he says,

The practice of Judge Marshall, of traveling out of his

case to prescribe what the law would be in a moot case
not before the court is very irregular and very cen-
surable.

In writing to Mr. W. II. Torrance , June 11,

1815, Mr. Jefferson says :

The second question, whether the judges are invested
with exclusive authority to decide on the constitutionality
of a law, has been heretofore a subject of consideration
with me in the exercise of official duties. Certainly
there is not a word in the Constitution which has given
that power to them more than to the Executive or Legis-
lative branches. Questions of property, of character,
and of crime, being ascribed to the judgcb through a
definite course of legal proceeding, laws involving such
questions, belong, of course, to them ; and as they decide
on them ultimately, and without appeal, they, of course,
decide for thei/melPi s. The constitutional validity of the
law or laws again prescribing executive action, and to

be administered by that branch ultimately, and without
appeal, the Executive must decide for themxehies, also,

whether, under the Constitution, they are valid or not.

So also, as to laws governing the pi oceedings of the Leg-
islature, that body nmst judge/o/' itnelj'ihe constitution-
ality of the law, and equally without appeal or control
from its coordinate bianches. And, in general, tlie

branch which is to act ultimately, and without appeal on
any law, is the rightful expositor of tlie validity of I lie

law, uncontrolled by the opinions of tlie other colirdi-

Date authorities.
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for that I think I have shown to be impossib'.e, with ti.e
Jol-n Tavlor, of Caroliue, Va., who used '' I

^"^ "'=''
\'°rn' . -Trr^/.^.v 'T^us; LX^x^^^^^^

.

• ' J • .4 1 I -lowers which the Legislature may satoly use ana exei-

his day to speak and write as one liiivuig
| ^j^g,j„j ^g^.^^^^ y,g l,g^,plg j,^,,^ ,.^t.,i„ea in their own

nuthority " in the old Jeffersonian Republican hands the power of coiurolling and d.iectmg ilie Legis-

party, in an essay entitled "New Views of the

Constitution," says :

The pei-severance of the gentleman in favor of a

National Goveinraent proves that the subject was tho-

roughly considered; and the solemn piefeience of the

Federal form demonstrates that no construction by

which the preference will be frustrated can be just.

Its basis was State sovereignty, compatible with a fede-

ral limited Government, but incompatible with a su-

preme National Government. Hence State Sovereignty

was denied by the gentlemen who proposed a National

lioveinmeut. This sovereignty is the foundation of all

Hie powe:s reserved to the States. Unless they are sus-

tained by it, they are baseless. State legislative, ex-

ecutive, and judicial powers, must all or none flow from

Uiis source. All are necessary to sustain the State Ke-

vublican Governments. Subject either to a master,

»nd the others become subject to the same master. If

Ihe State judicial power, as flowing from State sov-

leignty, is not independent. State legislative and ex-

tcutive power cannot be independent, because all rest

upon the same foundation ; and because if a supreme
federal Judiciary can control State Courts, it can also

control State Legislatures and Kxecutives. Thus a

federal form of Government would be rejected, though
it was established, and a National Government would be

established, though it was rejected

The legal features of the Constitution, in relation to

judges, is expressed in the sixth article : "The Con-
stitution is the nupreme law of the land, and the

Judges in ecery State are to be bound thereby."

Can the judgments of the Federal court be a su-

preme law over this supreme law ? Is there no dif-

ference between the supremacy of a Federal court

over Inferior Federal courts, and the supremacy of the

Constitution over all courts ? The supremacy of the

Constitution is a guaranty of the independent powers,

within their respective spheres, allowed by the Federal-

ist to the State and Federal Governments. A supre-

macy in the court might abridge or alter these spheres.

The State judges are bound by the Constitution and by
kn oath to obey the supremacy of the Constitution, and
not even required to obey the supremacy of the Federal

court. Why are all the departments of the State and
Federal Governments equally bound to obey the supre-

macy of the Constitution ? Because the State and Fe-

deral Governments were considered as checking or

balancing departments. Had either been considered as

subordinate to a supremacy in the other, it would have
been tyrannical to require it by an oath to support the

supremacy of the Constitution, and also to break that

oath by yielding to the usurped supremacy of the other.

During the administration of John Adams,
llie Judiciary system was remodeled in such

way as to create a large number of Circuit

Judgeships, and to make the Supreme Court

simply a Court of Appeal from the inferior

jurisdictions. After the election of Mr. Jeffer-

son, with a Republican (Democratic) majority

in Congress the act was repealed.

During the debate in the Senate, which was
protracted, on this repeal bill, Mr. Jackson
of Georgia, said :

We have been asked if we are afraid of having an
army of judges ? For myself, I am more afraid of an
army of judges under the patronage of the President,
than of an army of soldieis. The former can do us
more harm. The.v may deprive us of our liberties, if

attached to the Executive, from their decisions ; and
from the tenure of office contended for, we cannot re-

move them ; while the soldier, however he may act, is

enlisted, or if not enlisted, only subsisted for two yeai-s
;

whilst the judge is enlisted for life, for his salary cannot
be taken from him.— *S'e« Annals of Cungreti, 1601-2,

page 47.

During the same discussion, Mr. Mason, of

Virginia, said :

The objects of courts of law, as I understand them,
are to settle questions of right between suitors, to en-

force obedience to the laws, and to protect the citizens

against the oppressive use of power in the Executive
offices. Not to protect them against the Legislature,

lature, by "their immediate and mediate elections of

President, Senate, and House of Uepresentatives.—(bVa

il)., page 73.

.Mr. Cocke, of Tennessee, on the same sub-

ject, said

:

We have been told that the nation is to look up to

these immaculate judges to protect their liberties ; to

protect the people against themse.ves.

—

JO., page 75.

In the House, Robert Williams, of North

Carolina, said

:

If this doctrine is to extend to the length gentlemen

contend, then is the sovereignty of the Government to be

swallowed up in the vortex of the Judiciary. Whatever
the other departments of the Government may do, they

can undo. You may pass a law, but they can annulet.

Will not the people be astonished to hear that their laws

depend upon the will of the judges, who are themselves

independent of all law I—JO., ^Migen 531, 532.

John Randolph, of Roanoke, said :

But, sir, if you pass the law, the judges are to put their

veto upon it by declaring it unconstitutional. Here is a

new power, of a dangerous and uncontrollable nature,

contended for. The decision of a constitutional question

must rest somewhere. Shall it be couflded to men im-

mediately responsible to the people, or to those who are

irresponsible? for the responsibility by inipeaeiiment is

little less than a name. From whom is a corrupt decision

most to be feared ? To me it appears that the power
which has the right of passing, without appeal, on the

validity of your laws, is your sovereign. . . . But,

sir, are we not as deeply interested in the true exposition

of the Constitution as the judges can be ? With all due
deference to their talents, is not Congress as capable of

forming a correct opinion as they are ? Are not its

members acting under a responsibility to public opinion,

which can and will check their aberrations fiom duty?
Let a case, not an imaginary one, be staled : Congrtsy

violates the Constitution by fettering the press; the jud.-

cial corrective is appUed to ; far from protecting the

liberty of the citizen, or the letter of the Constitution

you tind them outdoing the legislature in zeal
;
pressing

the common law of England to their service where the

sedition law did not apply. Suppose your reliance had
been altogether on this broken stair, and not on the elec-

tive principle? Your press might have been enchained

till doomsday, your citizens incarcerated for life, and
where is your remedy ? But if the construction of the

Constitution is left with us, there are no longer limits to

our power ; and this would be true, if an apiieal did not

lie through the elections, fi oin us to the nation, to whom
alone, and not a few privileged individuals, it belongs to

decide, in the last resort, on the Constitution

In their inquisitorial capacity, the Supreme Court, re-

heved from the tedious labor of investigating judicial

points by the law of the last session, may easily direct the

Executive, by mandamus, in what mode it is their

pleasure that we should execute his functions. They will

also have more leisure to attend to the legislature, and
forestall, by inflammatory pamphlets, the.r decisions on
all important questions ; whilst, for the amusement of the

public, we shall retain the right of debating, but not of

voting.

—

Jb.,pageii 601, C62.

Nathaniel Macon, of North Carolina, said:

We have heard much about the judges, and the neces-

sity of their independence. I will state one fact, to show-

that they have power as well as independence. Soon

after the establishment of the Federal Courts, they issued

a writ— not being a professional man, 1 shall not under-

take to give its name—to the Supreme Court of North

Carolin*, directing a case then depending in the State

Court to be brought into the Federal Court. The State

judges refused to obey tJie summons, and laid the whole

proceedings before the legislature, who ajiproved their

conduct, and, as well as 1 remember, unanimously
;

and this ia that day was not called disorganizing.

—

JO.

page 711.

John Bacon, of Massachusetts, .said :

The Judiciary have no more right to prescribe, direct,

ar control the acts of the other departments of the GoV-
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ernraent, than the other departments of the Govern-

ment have to prescribe or direct those of the Judiciary.

—

lb., page ^iio.

TUE SEDITION LAW.

When tlie case of Matthew Lyon was before

the United States Senate in 1818, on petition

asking indemnity for a fine imposed upon him

under the Sedition Law, John J. Crittenden, of

Kentuclcy, said

:

The judiciary is a valuable part of the Government, and
ought to be highly respected, but is not infallible. The
Constitution is our guide—our supreme law. Blind homage
can never be rendered by freemen to any power. In all

c;i3e3 of alleged violations of tlie Constitution, it was for

Congress to make a just discrimination. — Bentoii'i

Abridgment, vol. 6, page 1S4.

Nathaniel Macon, of North Carolina, on the

same day said

:

According to some gentlemen, we were to regard the

Judiciary more than the law, and both more than the Con-

stitution. It was a misfortune the judges were not equal

in infallibility to the God who made them. The truth

was, if the judge was a party-man out of power, he would

be a party-man in. The office would not change human
nature. He had no doubt that the Sedition Law, and the

proceedings under it, had more effect in revolutionizing

the Government than all its other acts. He well remem-
bered the language of the times—pay your taxes, but

don't speak against government.

—

Ibid., page 187.

Hon. James Barbour, of Virginia, made a re-

port on the subject of the petition, of which the

lollowing is an extract

:

The first question that naturally presents itself in the

investigation is, was the law constitutional? The com-

mittee have no hesitation in pronouncing, in their opin-

ions, it was not. ...
The committee are aware that, in opposition to this

view of the subject, the decision of some of the judges of

the Supreme Court, sustaining tlie constitutionality of the

law, has been frequently referred to, as sovereign and
conclusive of the question.

The committee entertain a high respect for the purity

and intelligence of the Judiciary. But it is a rational re-

spect, limited by a knowledge of the frailty of human na-

ture, and the theory of the Constitution, which declares,

not only that Judges may err in opinion, but also may
commit crimes, and hence has provided a tribunal for the

I

trial of offenders.

GEORGIA.

In the case of Paddleford, Fay, & Company

V. the Mayor and Aldermen of the city of Sa-

vannah, Judge Benning, in delivering the opin-

io;! of the court, recited two or three cases in

wliich the State of Georgia had acted in disre-

gard of the decisions of the Supreme Court of

the United States. In the case of Chisholm,

executor, against Georgia, the Supreme Court

of the United States

—

Ordered, that unless the said State shall either in due

form appear, or sliow cause to the contrary, in this court,

by the first day of next term, judgment by default shall be

entered against the said State.

The reporter adds, in a note, that "in February term,

1704, judgment W((« rendered for the plaintiff, and a writ

of inquiry awarded. The writ, however, was not sued out

and executed ; so that this cause, and all of the other suits

against States, were swept at once from the records of the

court by the amendment of the Federal Constitution."

Georgia treated the court with contempt in respect to

this case. Her position was, that the court had no juris-

diction of her as a party.—Georgia lieporta, vol. 14,

page 479.

The Judge proceeds to say, that " in this

position Georgia triumphed," and that the judg-

ment against her " fell dead."

The Judge next cites the case of Worcester

and Butler, wlio had settled on the Cherokee

lands in Georgia, contrary to the laws of the

State, and for which offense they were sent to

tite penitentiary. On ft writ of error, the Su-

preme Court of the United States annulled the

judgment in the State court, and issued a man-
date to the Superior Court of Georgia, to carry

its judgment of reversal into execution. Judge
Benning proceeds

:

Now, what did Georgia do on receipt of this special

mandate ? Through every department of her government
she treated tlie mandate and the writ of error with con-

tempt the most profound. She did not even protest

against jurisdiction, as she had done in the case of Chis-

holm's executoi-s ; but she kept AVorcester and Butler in

the penitentiary, and she executed, in tlie Creek nation,

the laws, for violating which they had been put in the

penitentiary. . . .

Judge Benning, in delivering his opinion, says

furtlier

:

It was not only in this case that Georgia occupied this

position ; she did it in two other cases, and those, cases of

life and death: the case of Tassels, and that of Graves.

One of these happened before those of Worcester and
Butler, namely, in 1S30; the other afterward, in 1834.

The Supreme Court had issued writs of error in each of

these cases, on the application of the defendants to the

State of Georgia ; but, as the cases are not reported, it id

to be presumed that these writs never got back to the

Supreme Court ; or that, if they ever did, it was too lat*.

It is certain that Georgia hung the applicants for the writ.

In the Tassels case, the legislature passed

these, among other resolutions :

Jiesolved, That the State of Georgia will never so far

compromit her sovereignty, as an independent State, as to

become a party to the case sought to be made before the

Supreme Court of the United States by the writ in ques-

tion.

Jiesolved, That his excellency the Governor be, and he
and every other officer of this State is hereliy, requested

and enjoined to disregard any and every mandate and
process that has been or shall be served on liiai or them,
purporting to X'roceed from the Chief Justice or any Asso-

ciate Justice of the Supreme Court of the United States,

for tlie purpose of arresting tlie execution of any of the

criminal laws of this State.

Similar resolutions were passed, as to the

cafie of Graves, by the legislature of 1834.

PENNSYLVANIA.

The Supreme Court of Pennsylvania, in the

case of the Commonwealth v. Cobbett, gave a

unanimous opinion in 178S, from which the fol-

lowing is an extract

:

If a State should differ with the United States about tho

construction of tliem, there is no common umpire but tlie

people, who should adjust the affair by making amend-
ments in the constitutional way, or suffer from the defect.

In such a case, the Constitution of the United States is

federal ; it is a league or treaty made by the individual

States as one party, and all the States as another party.

When two nations differ about the meaning of any clause,

sentence, or word, in a treaty, neither has an exclusive

right to decide it; they endeavor to adjust tlie matter by
negotiation; but if it cannot be thus accomjiliahed, each

has a right to retain its own interpretatioUj until a refer-

ence be had to the mediation of other nations, and arbi-

tration, or the fate of war. There is no provision in the

Constitution that in such a case the judges of the Supreme
Court of the United States shall control and be conclusive

;

neither can tlie Congress by a law confer tliat power.

—

liespublica v. Cobbett, 3 Dalian's Reports, page 47o.

The Court of Appeals of Virginia, in 1814, in

the case of Hunter v. Martin, devisee of Fair-

fax, entered the following unanimous opinion,

after full argument

:

The court is unanimously of opinion that the appellate

power of the Supreme Court of the United States tloes not

extend to this court, under a sound construction of the

Constitution of the United States ; tliat so much of the

twenty-fifth section of the act of Congress to establish the

judicial courts of the United States as extends the appel-

late jurisdiction of the Supreme Court to tliis court is not

in pursuance of tlie Constitution of the United States

;

that the writ of error in tliis case was hnprovidently al-
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lowed under the authority of that act ; that the proceed-

ings tliercon in the Supreme Court were coriim 11011

Judice in relation to this court ; and that obedience to its

mandate be declined by thi^; court.

In times of violent party excitement, agitating the

wtiole nation, to expect that judges will be entirely ex-

empt from its influence, argues a profound ignorance of

mankind. Although clothed with the ermine, they are

still men, and carry uito the judgment seat the passions
and motives common to their kind. Their decisions on
party questions reflect their individual opinions, which
frequently betray them unconsciously into error. To
balance the judgment of a whole people by that of two or

Uiree men, no matter what may be their ofllcial elevation,

id to exalt the creature of the Constitution above its

creator, and to ass.-iil the foundation of our political

fabric ; which is, that the decision of the people is infal-

lible, from which there is no appeal but to Heaven.

—

See
Bintoii's Abridgment, vol. 6, pages COO, 661.

Mahlon Dickerson, of New-Jersey, said :

But I must beg leave to differ from the honorable gen-
tleman (Mr. Walker, of Georgia) when he informs us tluit

our independent Judiciary is the bulwai'k of the liberties

of the people. By which he must mean, defenders of the
people against the oppressions of the Government. From
what I witnessed in the years I79S, 1799, and ISOO, I never
shall, I never can, consider our Judiciary as the bulwark
of the liberties of the people. The people must look out
for other bulwarks for their liberties.

—

See ib., page 701.

KICHARD M. JOHNSON, OF KENTUCKY,

Mr. Johnson, who was elected Vice-President

of the United States by the Democratic party,

represented Kentucky in the United States

Senate in 1822. I find in Benton's Abridg-
ment of the Debates of Congress, vol. 7, page
145, an elaborate speech of Mr. Johnson upon a

resolution offered by him, proposing an amend-
ment of the Constitution. His proposition was
to amend the Constitution by referring all cases

in which a State may be a party to the final

adjudication of the Senate. In the course of

his remarks, he says

:

At this time there is, unfortunately, a want of confi-

dence in the Federal Judiciary, in cases that involve
political power ; and this distrust my be carried to other
coses, such as the lawj-ers call meum et tuum.

Courts also, like cities and villages, or like legislative

bodies, will sometimes have their leaders ; and it may
happen, that a single individual will be the prime cause
of a decision to overturn the deliberate act of a whole
State, or of the United States

;
yet, we are admonished

to receive their opinions as the ancients did the re-

sponses of the Delphic oracle, or the Jews, with more
propriety, the communications from Heaven, delivered

by L'rrm and Thummim, to the High Priest of God's
chosen people, from the sanctum sanctorum. Other
causes of difference might be multiplied to a tedious ex-

tent ; but enough has been said to show that judges, who,
like other men, are subject to the frailties, the passions,

the partialities, and antipathies, incident to human na-
ture, should not be exempted from responsibility on ac-

count of their superior integrity, learning, and capacity
;

or that their decisions should be subject to revision by
some competent tribunal, responsible to the people. It

is believed that this is the opinion of that great and good
man who penned the Declaration of Independence, and
who now enjoys, in the shades of Monticello, the bless-

ings of the principles which it contains. . . .

It was the judgment of a court that doomed the im-
mortal Socrates to drink the hemlock. When the Koman
tyrant could no longer use a hired soldiery to immolate
the victims of his jealousy, he resorted to courts of law.

When Henry VIII., of England, would exercise cruel

despotism under the forms of a free Constitution, the
army, the court, and the Parliament, were the potent
engines that sustained him. When Mary, his daughter,
compelled the Protestants to seal their testimony at the
stake, the court gave sanction to the murderous deeds.

Her sister and successor, Elizabeth, created the Court of

lligli Commission, and formally invested it with inquisi-

torial power. She also supported the arbitrary edicts of

the Star Chamber. The Puritans, because obnoxious to

the free exercise of the prerogatives of the Crown, were
imprisoned and dispersed by process of law, and the

judges were the supporters of her despotic power.
When she would destroy her unfortunate kinswoman,

]2

the Queen of Scots, the judges were instructed to con-
demn her, and by their sentence she came to the block.
This horrid deed was covered by the cloak of judicial
proceedings. When Charles I., determined to change
the religion of Scotland, he made use of the Court of
High Commiision to eQ'ect the object. By the same judi
cial power, the advocates for the doctrines of the He
formation have so often been divested of their religious
privileges, and doomed to seal with their blood that re-

ligion wliich bore them triumphantly Uirough the vale ol

death.
The short, though splendid history of this Government

furnishes nothing that can induce us to look with a very
favorable eye to the Federal Judiciary as a safe deposi-
tory of our liberties. When a law was enacted in viola,

tion of a vital principle of the Constitution, that which
was designed to secure the freedom of speech and of the
press, the victims of its operation looked in vain to tha
judges to arrest the progress of usurpation. If this

power could ever be exercised to any good purpose, it

would be, on such occcasions, to declare the law uncon-
stitutional which aims a deadly blow at the vital princi-

ples of freedom ; but, so far as the transactions of that
day are detailed in our public records, it appears that
the Judiciary was a willing instrument of Federal usur-
pation. That law was executed in all the rigor of the
spirit which dictated it. The turbulence of faction found
no moderation there ; and the people found relief only
in their own power. The exercise of their elective fran-

chise removed the evil, and this is their only safe depen-
dence.

GEN. JACKSON.

The following is an extract from Gen. Jack-

son's message vetoing the bill for rechartering

the Bank of the United States. It may be
found on page 438 of the Senate Journal for

the first session of the Twenty-second Congress,

and is in these words :

If the opinion of the Supreme Court covered the
whole ground of this act, it ought not to control the co-
ordinate authorities of this Government. The Congress,
the Executive, and the Court, must each for itself bo
guided by its own opinion of the Constitution. Each
public officer, who takes an oath to support the Consti-

tution, swears that he will support it as he understands
it, and not as it is understood by others. It is as much
the duty of the House of Representatives, of the Senate,
and of the President, to decide upon the constitutional-

ity of any bill or resolution which may he presented to
them for passage or approval, as it is of the supreme
judges, when it may be lirought before them for judicial

decision. The opinion of the judges has no more author-
ity over Congress than the opinion of Congress over the
judges ; and, on that point, the President is independ-
ent of both. The authority of the Supreme Court must
not, therefore, be permitted to control the Congress or
the Executive when acting in their legislative capacities,

but to have only such influence as the force of their

reasoning may deserve.

THE OTHER SIDE OF THE QUESTION.

MR. Webster's vikws.

The other side of this question was lucidly

and ably stated by the late Daniel Webster, in a

speech delivered before the U. S. Senate, on the

27th of January, 1830, in the famous debate

between Mr. W. and Mr. Hayne, of South Car-
olina, on Foot's Resolution, as follows :

Mr. Hayne having rejoined to Mr. Webster,,

especially on the constitutional question, Mr.

Webster rose, and, in conclusion, said:

A few words, Mr. President, on this constitutional argu-
ment, which the honorable gentleman has labored to re-

construct.

His argument consists of two propositions and an infer-

ence. Ills propositions are

:

1st. That the Constitution Is a compact between the

States.

2d. That a compact between two, with authority re-

served to one to interpret its terms, would be a surrender
to that one of all power whatever.

3d. Therefore, (such is his inference,) the General Gov-
ernment does not possess the authority to construe its own
powers.
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Now, sar, who does not see, without the aid of exposition

or detection, the utter confusion of ideas iuyolved iu tliia

to elabor;'.te and systematic argcnient.

The Constitution, it is said, is a compact between States

;

the States, then, and the States only, are parties to the
compact. How comes the General Government itself a
party't Upon the honorable gentleman's hypothesis, the

General Government is the result of the compact, the crea
ture of the compact, not one of the parties to it. Yet the

argument, as the gentleman has now stated it, makes the

Government itself one of its own creators. It makes it a
party to that compact to which it owes its own existence.

For the purpose of erecting the Constitution on the ba-
sis of a compact, the gentleman considers the States as
parties to that compact; but as soon as his compact is

made, then he chooses to consider the General Govern-
ment, whicli is the offspring of that compact, not its off-

spring, but one of its parties ; and so being a party, with-

out the power of judging on the terms of compact. Pray,
sir, in what school is such reasoning as this taught ?

If the whole of the gentleman's main proposition were
conceded to him, that is to say, if I admit for the sake of

the argument, that the Constitution is a compact between
States, the inferences which he draws from that proposi-

tion are warranted by no just reasoning. If the Constitu-

tion be a compact between States, still that Constitution,

or that compact, has established a government, with cer-

tain powers ; and whether it be one of those powers, that

it shall construe and interpret for itself the terms of the

compact, iu doubtful cases, is a question which can only
be decided by looking to the compact, and inquiring what
provisions it contains on this point. Without any inconsist-

ency with natural reason, the Government even thus crea-

ted might be trusted with this power of construction. The
ext-ent of its powers, therefore, must still be sought for in

the instrument itself.

If the Old Confederation had contained a clause, declar-

ing that Resolutions of the Congress should be the supreme
law of the land, any State law or Constitution to the con-
trary notwithstanding, and that a Committee of Congress,
or any other body created by it, should possess judicial

powers extending to all cases arising under resolutions of

Congress, then the power of ultimate decision would have
been vested in Congress under the Confederation, although
that Confederation was a compact between States ; and for

tills plain reason, that it would have been competent to the

States, who alone were parties to the compact, to agree
who should decide in cases of dispute arising on the con-
struction of the compact.

For the same reason, sir, if I were now to concede to the
gentleman his principal proposition, namely, that the Con-
stitution is a compact between States, the question would
still be, what provision is made, in tins compact, to settle

points of disputed construction, or contested power, that
shall come into controversy ? And this question would
still be answered, and conclusively answered, by the Con-
stitution itself.

While tlie gentleman Ls contending against construction,

he himself is setting up the most loose and dangerous con-
struction. The Constitution declares, that the laics of Con-
ffeas paused in pursuance of the Constituiion shall b»
the supreme law of the land. No construction is necessary
heri'. it declares, also, with equal plainness and precision,

ti'Mt tUe jadicial power of the United States shall ex-
tend to ei:ery ease arisingunder the laws of Congress.
This needs no construction. Here is a law, then, whicli is

declared to be supreme ; and here is a power established,

which is to interpret that law. Now, sir, how has the gen-
tleman met this? Suppose the Constitution to be a com-
pact, yet here are its terms ; and how does the gentleman
get rid of them ? He cannot argue the seal off the bond,
nor the word out of the instrument. Here the.v are; what
answer does he give to them ? None in the world, sir, ex-

cept that the effect of this would be to place the States in

a condition of inferiority ; and that it results from the very
nature of things, there being no superior, that the parties
must be their own judges ! Thus closely and cogently does
the honoral)le gentleman reason on the words of the Con-
stitution. The gentleman says, if there be such a power
of final decision in the General Government, he asks for

the grant of that power. Well, sir, I show him the grant.

I turn him to the very words. I show him that the laws
of Congress are made supreme ; and that the judicial

power extends, by express words, to the interpretation of

these laws. Instead of answering this, he retreats into

tlie general reflection, that it must re^uMfromthe nature
of thing.t, that the States, being parties, must judge for

themselves.
I have admitted, that, if the Constitution were to be con-

sidered as the creature of the State Governments, it might
be modilicd, interpreted, or construed according to their

pleasure, liut, even in that case, it would be necessary

that they should agre^e. One alo.ne could not interpret it

conclusively ; one alone could not construe it ; one alono
could not modify it. Yet the gentleman's doctrine is, that
Carolina alone may construe and interpret that compact
which equally binds all, and gives equal rights to aU,

So, then, sir, even supposing the Constitution to be a
compact between the States, the gentleman's doctrine, nev^
ertheless, is not maintainable ; because, first, the General
Government is not a party to that compact, but a govern-
ment estabfished by it, and vested by it with the powers
of trying and deciding doubtful questions ; and secondly,
because, If the Constitution be regarded as a compact, not
one State only, but all the States, are parties to that com-
pact, and one can have no right to fix; upon it her own pe-
culiar construction.

So much, sir, for the argument, even if the premises of
the gentleman were granted, or could be proved, But,
sir, the gentleman has failed to maintain his leading pro-
position. He has not shown, it cannot be shown, that the
Constitution is a compact between State Governments,
The Constitution itself, in its very front, refutes that idea

;

it declares that it is ordained and established by the peo-
ple of the United States. So far from saying that it ia

established by the governments of the several States, it

does not even say that it is established by the people of the
several States ; but it pronounces that it is established by
the people of the United States, in the aggregate. The
gentleman says, it must mean no more than the people of
the several States. Doubtless, the people of the several
States, taken collectively, constitute the people of the
United States ; but it is in this, their collective capacity, it

is as all the people of the United States, that they establish
the Constitution. So they declare ; and words cannot b«
plainer than the words used.
When the gentleman says the Constitution is a com-

pact between the States, he uses language exactly ap-
plicable to the old Confederation. He speaks as if ha
were in Congress before 17S9. He describes fully that
old state of things then existing. The Confederation was,
in strictness, a compact; the States, as States, were par-
ties to it. We had no other general government. But
that was found insufficient, and inadequate to the public
exigencies. The people were not satisfied with it, and
undertook to establish a better. They undertook to form
a General Government, which should stand on a new
basis; not a confederacy, not a league, not a compact
between States, but a, Constituiion ; a popular goverr>-
ment, founded in popular election, directly responsible to
the people themselves, and divided into branches with
prescribed limits of power, and prescribed duties. They
ordained such a government, they gave it the name of
a Constitution, and therein established a distribution of
power between this, their General Government, and their

several State governments. When they shall become dis-

satisfied with this distribution, they can alter it. Their
own power over their own instrument remains. But un-
til they shall alter it, it must stand as their will, and is

equally binding on the General Government and on tiw
States.

The gentleman, sir, finds analogy where I see none.
He likens it to the case of a treaty, in \v1iich, there being
no common superior, each party must interpret for him-
self, under its own obligation of good faith. But this ia

not a treaty, but a constitution of government, with
powers to execute itself, and fulfill its duties.

I admit, sir, that this government is a government of
checks and balances ; that is, the House of Representatives
is a check upon the Senate, and the Senate is a check on
the House, and the I'i'esident a check on both. But I can-
not compreliend, or, if I do, I totally differ from him, when
he applies the notion of checks and balances to the inter-

ference of different governments, lie argues that if ««
transgress our constitutional limits, each State, as a
State, has a right to clieck us. Does he admit the con-
verse of the proposition, that we have a right to check
the States ? The gentleman's doctrines would give us a
strange jumble of authorities and powers, instead of

governments of separate and defined powers. It is the
part of wisdom, I think, to avoid this ; and to keep the
General Government and the State Government each
in its proper sphere, avoiding as carefully as possible
every kind of interference.

Finally, sir, the honorable gentleman says, that the
States will only interfere, by their power, to preserve the
Constitution. They will not destroy it, they will not impair
it ; they will only save, they will only preserve, they will

only strengthen it. Ah! sir, this is but the old story. All re-

gulated governments, all free governments, have been
broken by similar disinterested and well disposed inter-

ference. It is the common pretence. But I take leave
of the subject.



GEN. CASS' NICHOLSON LETTER. 179

GEN. CASS ON POPULAR SOVEREIGNTY
Letter to A. 0. P. Nicholsos.

WAsnrsGTos, Dec. 24, 1S47.

Dear Sir: I have received your letter, and shall an-

swer it as frankly as it is written.

You ask me whether I am in favor of the acquisition of

Mexican territory, and wliat are my sentiaients with

regard to the Wilmot Proviso.

1 have so often and so explicitly stated my views of

the first question, in the Senate, tliat it seems almost un-

necessary to repeat tljem here. As you request it, how-

ever, I shall briefly give them.

I think, then, tliat no peace should be granted to Mex-
ico, till a reasonable indemnity is obtained for tlie inju-

ries whicli she has done us. Tlie territor'al extent of

this indemnity is, in the first instance, a subject of Execu-

tive consideration. There the Constitution lias placed

t, and there I ara willing to leave it ; not only because I

tave full confidence in its judicious exercise, but because,

O the ever-varying circumstances of a war, it would be

jjdiscreet, by a public declaration, to commit the coun-

/ry to any line of indemnity, which might otherwise be
enlarged, as the obstinate injustice of the enemy pro-

longs the contest with its loss of blood and treasure.

It appears to me, that the kind of metaphysical mag-
nanimity which would reject all indemnity at the close of a

bloody and expensive war, brought on by a direct attack

upon our troops by the enemy, and preceded by a suc-

cession of unjust acts for a series of years, is as unwor-
thy of the age in which we live, as it is revolting to the

common sense and practice of mankind. It would con-

duce but little to our future security, or, indeed to our

present reputation, to declave that we repudiate all

expectation of compensation from the Mexican Govern-
ment, and are fighting, not for any practical result, but

for some vague, perhaps pliilanthropio object, which
escapes my penetration, and must be defined by those

who assume this new principle of national intercommu-
uication. All wars are to be deprecated, as well by the

statesman as by the philanthropist. They are great

evils; but there are greater evils than these, and submis-

sion to injustice is among them. The nation which should
refuse to defend its rights and its honor when assailed,

would soon have neither to defend ; and, when driven

;o war, it is not by professions of disinterestedness and
declarations of magnanimity that its rational objects can
be best obtained, or other nations taught a lesson of for-

bearance—the strongest security for permanent peace
We are at war with Mexico, audits vigorous prosecution
is the surest means of its speedy termination, and ample
indemnity the surest guaranty against the recurrence of

such injustice as provoked it.

Tlie Wilmot Proviso has been before the country some
time. It has been repeatedly discussed in Congress and
by the public press. I am strongly impressed with the
opinion, that a great change has been going on in the
public mind upon this subject, in my own as well as oth-

ers ; and that doubts are resolving themselves into con-
victions, that the principle it involves should be kept out
of the National Legislature, and left to the people of the
confederacy in their respective local governments.
The whole subject is a comprehensive one, and fruitful

of important consequences. It would be ill-timed to dis-

cuss it here. I shall not assume that responsible task, but
shall confine myself to such general views as are neces-
sary to the fair exhibition of my opinion.
We may well regret the existence of Slavery in the

Southern States, and wish they had been saved from its

introduction. But there it Ls, not by the act of the present
generation ; and we must deal with it as a great practical

question, involving the most momentous consequences.
We have neither tlie right nor the power to touch it where
it exists ; and if we had both, their e.xercise by any means
heretofore suggested, might lead to results which no wise
man would willingly encounter, and which no good man
could contemplate without anxiety.
The theory of our Government presupposes that its va-

rious members have reserved to themselves the regulation
of all subjects relating to what may be termed their inter-

nal police. They are sovereign within their boundaries,
except in those cases where they have surrendered to the

cal institutions, if I may so speak, whether they have re-

ference to Slavery or to any other relations, domestic or

public, are left to local authority, either original or deriva-

tive. Congress has no right to say there shall be Slavery
in New-York, or that there shall be no Slavery in Georgia

;

nor is there any other human power, but the people of

those States, respectively, which can change the relations

existing therein ; and they can say, if they will, we will

have Slavery in the former, and we will abolish it in the
latter.

In various respects, the Territo'-ies differ from the States.

Some of their rights are inchoate, and they do not possess
the peculiar attributes of sovereignty. Their relation to

the General Government is very imperfectly defined by
the Constitution ; and it will be found, upon examination,
that in that instrument the only grant of power concern-
ing them is conveyed in the phrase, " Congress shall have
the power to dispose of and make all needful rules and re-

gulations respecting the territory and other property be-
longing to the United States." Certainly this phraseology
is very loose, if it were designed to include in the grant
the whole power of legislation over persons, as well as
things. The expression, the "territory and other pro-
perty," fairly construed, relates to the public lands, as
such ; to arsenals, dockyards, forts, ships, and all the va-
rious kinds of property which the United States may and
must possess.

But surely the simple authority to dispose cf and regti-
latti these does not e.xtend to the unlimited power of legis-

lation ; to the passage of all laics, in the most general
acceptation of the word, which, by the by, is carefully ex-
cluded from the sentence. And, indeed, if this were so, it

would render unnecessary another provision of the Con-
stitution, which grants to Congress the power to legislate,

with the consent of the States, respectively, over all places
purchased for the " erection of forts, magazines, arsenals,
dockyards," etc. These being the "' propeiiij " of the
United States, if the power to make "needful rules and
regulations concerning" them includes the general power
of legislation, then the grant of authority to regulate " the
territory and other property of the United States " is un-
limited, wherever subjects are found for its operation, and
its exercise needed no auxiliary provision. If, on the
other hand, it does not include such power of legislation

over the " other property " of the United States, then it

does not include it over theu' " terrUori/ ;" for the same
terms which gi-ant the one grant the other. " Ter'ritory "

is here classed with property, and treated as such ; and
the object was evidently to enable the General Govern-
ment, as a property-holder—which, from necessity, it must
be—to manage, preserve and " dispose of" such property
as it might possess, and wliich authority is essential almost
to its being. But the lives and persons of our citizens,

with the vast variety of objects connected with them, can-
not be controlled by an authority which is merely called
into existence for the purpose of making rule*: and reoii-
latioHs for the disposition and management of pro-
perty/.

Such, it appears to me, would be the construction put
upon this provision of the Constitution, were this question
now first presented for consideration, and not controlled
by imperious circumstances. The original ordinance of
the Congress of the Confederation, passed in 17S7, and
which was the only act upon this subject in force at the
adoption of the Constitution, provided a complete frame
of government for the country north of the Oluo, while in
a territorial condition, and for its eventual admission in

separate States into the Union. And the persuasion that
this ordinance contained within itself all the necessary
means of e.xecution, probably prevented any direct refer-

ence to the subject in the Constitution, further than vest-
ing in Congress the right to admit the States formed under
it into the Union. However, circumstances arose, which
required legislation, as well over the territory north of
the Ohio, as over other territory, both within and without
the original Union, ceded to the General Government,
and, at various times, a more enlarged power has been
exercised over the Territories— meaning thereby the
dilTerent Territorial Governments — than is conveyed
by the limited grant referred to. jjlow far an existing
necessity may have operated ih producing this legisla-

General Government a portion of their rights, in order to I tion, and thus extending, by rather a violent implica-
give effect to the objects of the Union, whether these con- tion, powers not directly given, I know not. But cer-
cern foreign nations or the several States themselves. Lo- |

tain it is that the principle of interference should not be
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carried beyond the necessarj' iiUFlication, which produces I 5 But after all, it seems to be generally conceded that

It. It slioukl be limited to ilie creation of proper I this restriction, if carried into etfect could, not operate

j;overnmeiUs lor new countries, acquired or settled, and upon any State to be formed from newly-acquired terri-

to tlie iieceiiaiy provisions for llieir eventual admiisi

into the Union ; leaving, in tlie nieantinie, to the people

inliaOitiiit; tliem, to regulate their inteiiial concerns in

tlieir own way. They are just as capable of iloing so as

the people of "the States; and tliey can do so, ai any rate

as soon as their political independence is recognized by

admission into the Union. During this temporary condi-

tion, it is hardly exjiedient to call into exercise a doubt-

ful and invidious auiliority which questions tlie intelli-

gence of a respectable portion of our citizens, and whose
limitation, whatever it may be, will be rapidly approach-

ing its termination—an authority whiL'b would give to

Congress despotic power, uncontrolled by the Cunstilu-

tion, over most important sections of our couiiiiiui

country. For, if the relation of master and servant m.y
be regulated or annihilated by its legislation, so may Uie

regulation of husband and wile, of parent and clnld, and
of any other condition which our institutions and the

habits of our society recognize. What would be thought

if Congress should un<ieriake to prescribe tlie terms of

marriage in New-York, or to regulate the authority of

parents over their children in Pennsylvania ? And yet

it would be as vain to seek one justifying t)ie inler-

ference of the national legislature in the cases referred to

in tlie original States of the Union. I speak here of tlie

inherent power of Congress, and do not tnuoli the ques-

tion of sucii contracts as may be formed with new States

when admitted into the confederacy.

Of all the questions which can agitate us, those which

are merely sectional in their character are the most

dangerous, and the most to be deprecated. The warning
voice of him who from his character and services and
virtue had the best right to warn us, i)roclaimed to his

countrymen, in his Farewell Address—that monument of

wiscjjim for him, as I hope it will be of safety for them

—

how much we had to apprehend from measures peculiarly

affecting geographical sections of our country. The
grave circumstances in which we are now placed make
llie?e words words of safety ; fur I am satisfied, from all

I have seen and heard here, that a successful attempt to

ingraft the jirinciples of the Wilinot Proviso upon the le-

iilation of this Government, and to apply them to new
territory, should new territory be acquired, would seri-

ously affect our tranquillity. I do not suffer myself to

foresee or foretell the consequences that would ensue
;

for I trust and believe there is good sense and good feel-

ing enough in the country to avoid them, by avoiding all

occasions which might lead to them.
Briefly, then, 1 am opposed to the exercise of any

ja.isdiction by Congress over this matter; and I am in

favor of leaving to the pe 'ple of any Territory, which
may be hereafter acquired, the right to regulate it for

themselves, under the general principles iif the Consti-

tution. Because

—

1. 1 do not see in the Constitution any grant of the

requisite power to Congress ; and I am not disposed to

extend a doubtful precedent beyond its necessity—the

establishment of Territorial Governments when needed
—leaving to the inhabitants all the rights compatible
with the relations they bear to the confederation.

2. Because 1 believe this measure, if adopted, would
weaken, if not impair, the Union of the States ;

and
would sow the seeds of future discord, which would
g:ow up and ripen into an abundant harvest of cala-

ni'.ty.

8. Because I believe a general conviction that such a
proposition would succeed, would lead to an immediate
witiiholding of the supplies, and thus to a dishonorable
termination of the war. 1 think no dispassionate ob-

server at the seat of Government can doubt this re-

sult.

4. If, however, in this I am under a misapprehension,
I am under none in the practical opera ion of this re-

striction, if adopted by Congress, upon a treaty of peace,
making any acquisition of Mexican Territor.v. Such a
treaty would be rejected as certainly as presented to

the Senate. More than one-third of that body would
vote against it, viewing such a principle as an exclu-

bioa of the citizens of the slaveholding States from a
participation in the benefits acquired by the treasure

and exertions of all, and which should be common to

all. 1 ara repeating—neither advancing nor defending
these views. That branch of the subject does not lie in

my way, and I shall not turn aside to seek it.

In this aspect of the matter, the people of the United
States must choose Jjelween this restriction and the ex-

tension of their terriloiial limits. They cannot have
both ; and which they will surrender must depend upon
llie',1- repreientatives first, and then, if these fail them',
upon themselves.

tory. The well-known attributes of Sovereignty, recog
nized by us as belonging to the State Governments,
would sweep before them any such barrier, and would
leave the people to express and exert their will at plea-

sure. Is the object, then, of temporary exclusion
for so short a period as the duration of the Territorial

Governments, worth the price at which it would be
purchased ?—worth the discord it would engender, the
trial to which it would expose our Union, and the evils

that would be the certain consequence, let the trial re-

sult as it might ? As to the course, which has been inti-

mated, rather than proposed, of ingrafting such a restric-

tion u|ion any treaty of acquisition, 1 persuade myself it

would find but little favor in any portion of this country.
Such an arrangement would render Mexico a party,

having a right to interfere in our internal institutions in

questions left by the Constitution to the State Govern-
ments, and would inflict a serious blow upon our funda-
mental principles. Few, indeed, I trust, there are among
us who would thus grant to a foreign power the right to

inquire into the constitution and conduct of the sover-
eign States of this Union; and if there are any, I'am not,

among them, nor never shall be. To the people of this

country, under God, now and hereafter, are its destinies

commitied ; and we want no foreign power to interro

gate us, treaiy in hand, and to say. Why have you done
this, or why have you left that undone? Our own dig

nity and the principles of national independence unite

to repel such a proposition.

But there is another important consideration, whicli

ought not to be lost sight of, in the investigation of this

subject. The question that presents itself is not a ques-

tion of the increase, but of tlie diffusion of Slavery.
Whether its sphere be stationary or progressive, its

amount will be the same. The rejection of this restric-

tion will not add one to the class of servitude, nor will

its adojition give freedom to a single being who is now
placed therein. The same numbers will be spread over
greater territory ; and, so far as compression, with less

abundance of the necessaries of life, is an evil, so far

will that evil be mitigated by transporting slaves to a
new country, and giving them a larger space to occupy.

I say this in the event of the extension of Slavery over
any new acquisition. But can it go there ? This may well

be doubted. All the descriptions which reach us of the con-
dition of the Californias and of New-Mexico, to the acqui-

sition of which our efforts seem to be at present directed,

unite in representing those countries as agricultural regions,

similar in their products to our Middle States, and gene-

rally unfit for the production of the great staples which can
alone render slave labor valuable. If we are not grossly

deceived—and it is difficult to conceive how we can be

—

the inhabitants of those regions, whether they depend up
on their plows or their herds, cannot be slaveholders. In
voluntary labor, requiring the investment of large capital,

can only be profitable when employed in the production

of a few favored articles confined by nature to special dis-

tricts, and ijaying larger returns than the usual agricultu-

ral products spread over more considerable portions of the

earth.

In the able letter of Mr. Buchanan upon this subject,

not long since given to the public, he presents similar con-

siderations with great force. " Neither," says the distin-

guished writer, " the soil, the climate, nor the productions

of California, south of 30° SO', nor mdeed of any portion

of it. North or South, is adapted to slave labor ; and be-

side every facility woidd be there afforded for the slave to

escape from his master. Such property would be entirely

insecure in any part of California. It is morally impos-

sible, therefore, that a majority of the emigrants to that

portion of the Territory south of 36° SO', which will be

chiefly composed of our citizens, will ever reestablish Sla-

very within its limits.

"In regard to New-Mexico, east of the Rio Grande, the

question has already been settled by the admisiiou of

Texas into the Union.
" Should we acquire territory beyond the llio Grande

and east of the Kocky Jlountains, it is still more impossi-

ble that a majority of the people would consent to rees-

tablish Slavery. They are themselves a colored popula-

tion, and among them the negro does not belong socially

to a degraded race."
AVith this last remark, Mr. Walker fully coincides in his

letter written in 1844, ui)0n the annexation of Texas, and
which everywhere jiroduced so favorable an impression

upon the public mind, as to have conduced very materi-

ally to the accomplishment of that great measure. " Be-

yond the Del Norte," says Mr. Walker, "Slavery will not,

pass ; not only because it is forbidden by law, but be

cause the colored race there preponderates in the ratic
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cf ten to one over the whites; and holdin-r. as thev do,

the government and most of the offices in tlieir possession,

they will not permit llie enslavement cf any portion of

the colored race, which m.ilces and executes the laws of

the country."
^

The question, it will be therefore seen on examination,
does not regard the exclusion of Slavery from a region

where it now exist^s, but a prohibition against its intro-

duction where it decs not exist, and where, from the feel-

ings of the inhabitants and the laws of nature, "it is

morally impossible," as Mr. Buchanan says, that it can
ever reestablish itself.

It augurs well for the permanence of our confederation

that during more than half a century, wliich has elapsed

lince the establishment of this goveriiment, many serious

questions, and some of the highest" importance, have
agitated the public mind, and more than once threaten-

ed the gravest consequences ; but that they have all

In succession passed away, leaving our institutions

unscathed, and our country advancing in numbers,
power, and wealtli, and in all the other elements of

!&tional prosperity, with a rapidity unlinowa in ancient

or modern days In time^ of political excitement, when
difficult and delicate questions present themselves for

solution, there i* one ark of safety for us ; and that 13 an
honest appeal to the fundamental principles of our

Union, and a stern determination to abide their dictates.

Tliis course f proceeding has carried us in safety through
many a trouble ; and I trust will carry us safely through
many more, should many more be destined to assail us.

The Wilmot Proviso seeks to talie from its legitimate tri-

bunal a question of domestic policy, having no relation

to the Union, as such, and to transfer it to another,

created by the people for a special purpose, and foreign

to the subject matter involved in this issue. liy going

bacli to our true principles, we go back to the road of

peace and safety. Leave to the people, who will be af-

fected by this question, to adjust it upon their own re-

gponsibiiity, and in their own manner, and we shall

render another tribute to the original principles of our
Government, and furnish another guaranty of its perma-
nence and prosperity. I am, dear sir, respectfully, your

i obedient servant, Lewis Cass.

1
A. 0. P. Nicholson, Esq., Nashville, Tenn.

Am. VAN BUREN ON SLAVERY IN THE TEKRITORIES.

The following; letter was tiddressd to the

New York City Delegates to the Utica Free

Soil Convention, of 134S, in response to a letter

to Martin Van Buren, asking his opinion on the

subject herein discusseil

:

1 LiNDENWOLD, JtiTie 20, 1S43.

Gestlijmks : You desire also my views in regard
to the prohibition by Congress of Slavery in territories

where ii does not now exist, and they sliall be given in a
few words, and in a manner which will not, I hope, in-

crease, if it does not diminish the existing excitement in

tha public mind.
The illustrious founders of our Government were not

insensible to the apparent inconsistency between the

perpetuation of Slavery in the United States, and the

principles of the Revolution, as delineated in the Declara-
tion of Independence; and they were too ingenuous in

their dispositions to attempt to conceal the impressions
by which they were embarrassed. But they knew, also,

that its speedy abolition in several of the States, was
impossible, and its existence in all, without fault on the
part of the present generation. They were also too upright
and the fraternal feelings which had carried them through
the struggle for independence were too strong to permit
them to deal with sucti a matter upon any other principles

than those of liberality and justice. The policy they
adopted was to guarantee to the States in which Slavery
existed, an exclusive control over the subject within their

respective jurisdictions, but to prevent by united efforts,

its extension to territories of the United States in which
it did n'.'t in fact exist.

On all sides tiie most expedient means to carry out
this policy were adopted with alacrity and good feeling.

Their first step was to interdict the introduction of Slavery
into the Northwestern Territory, now covered by the
States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan and Wisconsin.
This may justly be regarded, as being in the main, a
Southern measare. The subject was first brought forward
in Congress by Mr. Jeifer<ou. Virginia made the cession
of territory upon which the ordinance was intended to

operate, and the liepresentatives from all the slave-
holding States gave it a unanimous support. Doubts have
arisen in the minds of some whether the ordinance of

17S7 was authorized by the articles of Confederation. A
bill was introduced in the new Constitution, recognizing
and adapting it to the new organization, and it has ever
bince been treated and regarded as a valid act. This bill

received the Constitutional approbation of President
Washington, whose highest and sworn duty it was to sup-
port the Constitution un<Ier which it was enacted. Nor
was the North backward in doing its part to sustain the
policy which had been wisely adopted. They assented to

the insertion of provisions in the Constitution necessary
and sufficient to protect that interest in the States, and
they did more.
The trouble apprehended at the coumiencement of the

Government from tliis source, began to show itself as
early as the year 1790, in the form of Petitions presented
to Congress upon the subject of Slavery if.-^i 'Me slaii-

trade by the Quakers of Philadelphia and New-York, and
by Dr. Franklin as President of a society for the promo-
tion of Abolition. These petitions were in the House of

Representatives, referred to a Committee of seven, all

but one of whom were Northern members, whose report
as amended in Committee of the Whole, affirmed " that

Congress have no power to interfere in the emancipation of

slaves, or in the treatment of them within any of the

States, it remaining with the several States alone to pro-
vide any regulation therein which humanity and true

policy might require."
The perseverance and good faith with which botli

branches of policy thus adopted have, until very recently,

been recognized and carried out, are highly honorable to

the whole country. The peculiarity of tbe subject to be
converted into an element of political agitation, as well

in tlie slaveholding as in the non-slaveholding States, may
have led to occasional attempts so to employ it, but these

efforts have been very successfully frustrateii by the good
sense and good feeling of the people in every quarter of

the Union. A detailed account of the numerous acts of

the Federal Government, sustaining and carrying into

full effect the policy of its founders upon the subject of

Slavery in the States, and its e.xtension to the Territories,

and the steps taken, in the non-slaveholding States, to

suppress or neutralize undue agitation in regard to it,

would be alike instructive and honorable to the actors in

them. But it will be readily perceived that this could not
be given within the necessary limits of a communication
like the present. It must therefore suffice to say that

from 17S7, the date of tlie ordinance for the prevention of

Slavery in the Northwestern Territory, down to and in-

cluding 1S3S, at least eleven acts of Congress have been
passed, organizing Territories which have since become
States, in all of which the Constitutional power of Con-
gess to interdict the introduction of Slavery into the Ter-

ritories of the United States, is either directly exercised,

or clearly asserted by enactments which, as matters of

authority, are tantamount to its exercise ; and that at tlie

only period when the peace of the slaveholding States was
supposed to be seriously endangered by Aboli ion agita-

tion, there was a spontaneous uprising of the people
of the North of both parlies, by wliich agitation was
paralyzed, and the South reassured of our fidelity to the

compromises of the Constitution.
In the laws for the organization of the Territories, which

now constitute the States of Ohio, Indiana, Michigan,
Illincis, Wisconsin and Iowa, Slavery was expressly pro-

hibited. The laws for the organization of the Territories

of Mississippi, New Orleans, Arkansas, Alabama and
Florida, containing enactments fully equivalent in regard
to the extent of power in Congress over the subject of

Slavery in the Territories to the express exercise of it

in other cases. These acts were approved by Presidents
Washington, the elder Adams, JelTerson, Madison, Jlonroe,

Jackson and myself, all bound by our oaths of office to

I

withhold our respective approvals from laws which we
believed unconstitutional. If in the passage of these laws

I

during a period of half a century, and under the adminis-

I

tration of so many Presidents, there was anything like

I

sectional divisions, or a greater or less participation in

I their enactment on the part of the Kepresentatives of tho
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slaveholdlng or non-slaveholding States, I am not ap-
prised of it. I believe the plan Jevised by the founders
of the Government, including the Fathers of our Political

Church, for the treatment of this great subject, and which
has hitherto been so faithfully sustained, and which has
proven so successful in preserving the Union of these
States, to be not only the wisest which the wit of man
oould have devised ; but the only one consistent with the

safety and prosperity of the whole country. I do, there-

fore, desire to see it continued so long as Slavery exists in

the United States. The extent to which I have sustained
it in the various public stations I have occupied is known
to the country. I w^s at the time well aware that I went
further in this respect than man.v of my best friends could
approve. But deeply penetrated by the conviction that

Slavery was the only subject that could endanger our
blessed Union, I was determined that no effort on my
part, within the pale of the Constitution, should be want-
ing to sustain its compromises, as they were then under-
stood, and it is now a source of consolation to me that I

])ursued the course 1 then adopted.
The doctrine which the late Baltimore Convention has

presented for the sanction of the nation, is, in substance,
that the laws I referred to were but so many violations of

the Constitution—that this instrument confers no power on
Congress to exclude Slavery from the Territories, as has
so often been done with the assent of all. This doctrine

is set forth in the published opinion of the highly respect-

able nominee of that Convention, who, it is well known,
received that distinction, because he avowed that opinion,

and who, it is equally certain, would not have received it

if he had not done so. It is proposed to give this doctrine

the most solemn sanction known to our political system,
by the election of its declared advocate and supporter to

the Presidency. If it receives the proposed sanction of

the People of the United States, the result cannot be
doubtful. The policy in regard to the extension of

Slavery to the Territories of the United States into which
it lias not yet been introduced, which has existed since

tire commencement of the Government, and the conse-

quences of which have been so salutary, must cease, and
every act of Congi-ess designed to carry it into effect be
defeated by the Veto of the Executive.
The Territories now owned by the United States, and

every acquisition of territory that may hereafter be made
to the United States, whether obtained by annexation, by
cession for a valuable consideration, or by conquest, must,

a.3 long as this opinion is held, and as far as the action of

the National Legislature is concerned, be subject to the

inroads of Slavery. And this consequence is to be sub-

nutted to on the assumption that the framers of the

Constitution, with their aUention directed to the subject,

and with a well understood desire to do so, have failed to

clothe Congress with the necessary powers to prevent it.

I cannot, with my vote, contribute to this sanction. I

cannot do so, because I cannot concur in the opinion

which we are called upon to sustain.

The power, the existence of which is at this late day de-

nied, is, in my opinion, fully granted to Congress by the Con-
stitution. Its language, the circumstances under which it

was adopted, the recorded explanations which accompanied
its formation—the construction it has received from our
highest judicial tribunals, and the very solemn and re-

peated confirmations it has derived from the measures of

the Government—leave not the shadow of a doubt in my
mind, in regard to the authority of Congress to exercise

the power in question. This is not a new opinion on my
part, nor the first occasion on which it has been avowed.
While the candidate of my friends for the Presidency, I

distinctly announced my opinion in favor of the power of
Congress to abolish Slavery in the District of Columbia,
although I was, for reasons which were then, and are still

satisfactory to my mind, very decidedly opposed to its

exercise there. The question of power is certainly as
clear in respect to the Territories as it is in regard to that
District ; and as to the Territories, my opinion was also
made known in a still more solemn form, by giving the
pjxecutive approval required b.v the Constitution to the
bill for the organization of the Territorial Government of
Iowa, which prohibited the introduction of Slavery into
that Territory.

The opinion from which we dissent was given in the
face of, and directly contrary to, the views expressed, in
forms the most solemn and explicit, by all or nvarly all

the non-slaveholding States, and we are not at liherty to
suspect the sincerity of these expressions. Honest and
well-meaning men, as we know ilie masses of our politi-

cal friends in those States to be, are incapable of trifling

witli so grave a subject.
Our ancestors signalized the commencement of this

glorious Government of ours, by rescuing from subjection
to Slavery a Territory which is now covered by five great
States, and peopled by more than four millions of freemen,
ill the full enjoyment of every blessing whicli industry
and good institutions can confer. They did this when the
opinions and conduct of the world in regard to the insti-

tution of Slavery were very different from what they are
now.
They did so before Great Britain had even commenced

those gigantic efforts for the suppression of Slavery by
which she has so greatly distinguished herself. After
sevenly-four years' enjiiyment of the sacred and invalu-
able riglit of self-government, obtained for us by the valor
ami discretion of our ancestors, we, their descendants,
are called upon to doom, or if that is too strong a word,
to expose to the inroad of Slaver.y, a territory capable of
sustaining an equal number of new States to be added to

our Confederai;y—a territory in a great part of which
Slavery has never existed in fact, and from the residue of

which it has been expressly abolished by the existing Gov-
ernment. We are called upon to do this at a period when
the minds of nearly all mankind have been penetrated by
a conviction of the evils of Slavery, and are united in
efforts for its suppression—at a moment, too,when the spirit

of Freedom and Kefurm is everywhere far more prevalent
than it has ever been, and when our Republic stands
proudly forth as the great exemplar of the world in the
science of Free Government.
Who can believe tliat a population like that which in-

habits the non-slaveholding States, probably amounting
to twelve millions, who by their own acts, or by the fore-

sight of others, have been exempted from the evils of
Slavery, can at such a moment be induced, by considera-
tions of any description, to make a retrograde movement
of a character so extraordinary and so painful? Such a
movement would, in my view of the matter—and I say it

with unfeigned deference to the conflicting opinions of
others—bring reproach upon the influence of free institu-

tions, which would delight the hearts and excite the hopes
of the advocates of arbitrary power throughout the
world
Accept, gentlemen, my warmest acknowledgments for

the obliging expressions contained in your letter, and be-

lieve me to be
Your friend, Maetin Van Bckbn.

To Messrs. Nelson J. Waterbury, David Dudley Field, and
others, New York.

LAND FOR THE LANDLESS.
Action of Congress on tlie Public Lands.

The Public Domain of the United States is

still immense, notwithstanding the millions upon
millions of acres which have been squandered
or passed over to the hands of speculators and
monopolists, by the action of the National Go-
vernment during the past few years. It is

estimated by intelligent persons, who have
given their attention to the subject, that lying

within the States and Territories of this Govern-

ment there are now about one thousand millions

of acres of public lands still unentered. "What
shall be done with this immense domain?" is a

question which has for years occupied the

minds of thoughtful men, who have the best

interests of society at heart. At length, the

great question of the proper disposition of these

lands has become one of party, and may be stated

as follows: "Shall the Public Domain be opeo
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to monopolv by speculators, leading inevitably
I

ried, the bill never would have been reached,

to a laiuled'aristocracy ? or shall it be reserved i
and would never have been heard of afterward,

for actual occupant- "in small quantities, at a
|

The vote upon the motion to refer the bill to

nominal price, or without price ?" There would I
the Committee of the Whole, was as follows—

be no dilliculty whatever in adjusting this the Democrats in Roman, the Republicans in

question at any time and in the right way, if Italics, and the Southern Americans in small

the Negro question, which, in the National
j

capitals

Administration, absorbs or overrides all others,

were not behind it. Although this is an old

question, it had never commanded in Congress,

the attention to which it is entitled, previous to

the organization of the Republican party ; be-

cause until that time both the great parties

into which the country was divided were either

COi^rolUd, or their action was modified, by the

Slaveholdhig interest of the country. That

interest, which is ever vigilant, understands

that Slavery cannot well exist were small free-

holds prevail, and hence it opposes, with all its

great power, all Preemption and Homestead
laws, knowing well that if our new States and

Territories are to be occupied in quarter-sec-

tions, they will be occupied by worldng formers,

and not by speculators and great planters.

Since this question has assumed a national

importance, a concise record of the proceedings

and votes in Congress during the session of

1858-9, and 1859-130, upon the disposition of I

the Public Domain, will be of interest as a

matter of record.

On the 20th of January, 1859, (See Concfress-

ional Globe, p. 492,) a bill relating to preemp-

tions, reported from the Committee on Public

Lands, was pending before the House. The bill

proposed to make some changes in the details

of existing preemption laws, but without affect-

ing the substance of the present system of dis-

posing of the public lands. It was, however, in

parliamentary order to propose to amend the

bill so as to change the present system, and to

bring the House to a direct vote upon such pro-

positions. The friends of such change were

prompt to avail themselves of this advantage.

Mr. Grow, of Pennsylvania, moved to amend
the bill by adding the following as an additional

section

:

£e it further enacted. That from and after the pas-

sage of this act, no public land shall be exposed to sale by
proclamation of the President, unless the same shall have
been surveyed, and the return of such survey duly filed in

the Land OUice, for ten years or more before such sale.

The force and eft'ect of this amendment would
be to give the preemptors ten years the start

of the speculators and land monopolists. That
is to say : with the addition of Mr. Grow's
amendnrent to the existing laws and regulations

touching the Public Lands, they would be open
to preemption ten years before they could come
within the grasp of the speculator, thus giving

the poor, industrious settler ample time to
" clear up " his farm and pay for it from the pro-

ceeds of the soil. This was just what the South
and the Democracy did not want, as the sequel
will show.
The opponents of the bill forthwith resorted

to parliamentary tactics to avoid a direct issue

upon Mr. Grow's proposition.

Their tirst movement was a motion to refer

the bill and amendment to the Committee of the
Whole, familiarly and aptly styled " the tomb of
the Capulets.''^ If that reference had been car

TiIaS.

Maine.— Woocl—\.
CoNSKCTiccr.— Arnold, Bishop—2.

New-York.—Burroughs, Maclay, Russell, Taylor—4.
Nbw-Jkrskt.—Woriendyke—1.

I'ENNSYi.vAM.i.— All), Chiipraan, Dewart, Montgomery,
Morris, Jiitchie, White— 7.

Maryland,—Harris, Ricaud—2.

ViRiiisiA.—Bococlv, Caskie, Edmundson, Faulkner, Gar-
nett, MilUon, Powell—7.

North Carolina.—Craige, Ruffin, Scales, AVinslow—4.

SocTH Carolina.—Boyce, Branch, Keitt, McQueen,
Miles— 5.

Georgia.—Crawford, Gartrell, Jackson, Seward, Ste-

phens, Trippk, Wright—7.

Florida.— Hawkins— 1.

Alabama.—Curry, Houston, Moore, Shorter—4.

Mississippi.—Barksdale, Davis, McRae— 3.

LoDisiANA.— EcsTis, Sandidge, Taylor—3.

Texas.—Bryan, Keagan—2.

Texsessee.—Aikins,"jones, Matnard, Rkadv, Savage,
Watkins, Zollicoffer—7.

Kentdckv.— Burnett, Jewett, Marshall, Peyton, Ste-

venson, Talbolt, Underwood—7.

Missouri.—Asderson, Caruthers, John B. Clark, James
Craig, Piielps, Woodson—6.

Ohio.— Burns, CockeriU, Groesbeck, Marian, Law-
rence, Xichols, Pendleton, Vallandigham— 8.

Indiana.—Davis, English, Gregg, Huglies, Niblack—5.

Illinois.—Marshall, Morris, Shaw, Smith—4.

Total, 90.

KAYS.

JilxjsK—Foster, GUnian. Morse, I. WasTibum—

t

New-Hampshirk.—Oragin, Tnppan—2.

Vermont.—Jlorrill, lioyce, Walton—8.

Massachusetts.—Buffintoyi, Burlinga-nie, Chaffer, Co-
ming, Daves, JIall, Knapp, Thayer—8.

Rhode Island.—Brayton, Durfee—2.

Connecticut.—Clark, Deaii—'i.
Nbw-York.—Andrexcs, Clark. John Cochrane, Dodd,

Fenton, Granger, Hatch, Iloard, Eelsey, Matte^on,
Morgan, Mor^e, Murray, Olin, Palmer, Parker, Spin-
ner, Thompson— IS.

Nbw-Jerset.—C7(77C«on,Huyler—2.

Pennsylvania.—Covode, JFrf/^, Florence, (rrc>w, Jones,
Keim, Leidy, Purriance, Steicart—9.
Maryland.—Bowie, Stewart—2.

Virginia.—Goode, Hopkins—2.

North Carolina.—Gilmer, Vance—2.

Alabama.—Cobb, Dowdell, Stallworth— 3.

Mississippi.—Singleton— I.

Ohio.—Bingham, Blist, Giddings, Hall, Letter,

Mott, Sherman, Stanto7i, Tompkins, JParfe—11.
Indiana.—(^?/aiB, Foley, Kilgore, Pettit, Wilsoti

—5.

Illinois.—FarnmBorth,Kellogg, Lovejoy, Washlturne,
-^.

Missouri.—Blair—1.

Michigan.—Howard,
—4.
Wisconsin.—Potter, Washburn—2.

Iowa.—Curtis, Davis— '2.

California.—Scott—1.

Minnesota.—Cavanaugh, Phelps—2. Total, Q2.

The motion to refer the bill to t!ie Commit-
tee of the Whole having thus failed, the House
was brought to a direct vote upon Mr. Grow's

amendment, which was adopted by the follow-

ing votes

:

TEAS.

Maine.—Foster, Gilman, Morse, Wa-shbuni, Wood
—5.
New-Hampshire.-Ora^Jn, Pike, TappanS.
Vermont.—Morrill, lioyce, Walton— \i.

iliSSACacstms.—Buffinton, Burlingame, ChaffM,
Coming, Davis, Dawes, Gooch, JIall, JCnapp, Thayer
—10.
Rhode I^kSD.—Brayton, Durfee—2.

Connecticut.—Dean—1.

^Evr-YoRK.—Andrews, Bennett, Burroughs, Clark,
John Cochrane, Dodd, Fenton, Granger, Iloard, Kel-

Leach, Walbridge, Waldron
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eey, Matteson, Morgan, Morse, Murray, Olin^ FdJ-
m6r, Parker, Sherman, Spinner, Thowpso7i~2i).
New-Jersey.—liohhins—1.

Pennsylvania.—Chapman, Covode, Edie, Florence,
(r-row, Keini, Morris, Phillips, I'urviance, JiiUihie,

Sieicart— 11.

Maryland.—Stewart—1.

Tennesske.—^Atkins, Avery, Jones, Savage— 4.

Kentucky.—Jewett, Stevenson, Talbott—3.

Ohio—.Mingham. Bliss, CockeviW, Giddinffs, Ilarlan,
Hoi-ton, Lawrence, Letter, Miller, Mott, Sherman, Stan-
ion, Tomjikins, Wade—li.

Indiana.—Colfax, Kilgore, Pettit, Wilson—

L

Illinois.—Fa'rnsworth, Kellogg, Lovejoy, Washhurne
•—4.

'ilic-ami.s.—Howard , Leach, Walbridge, Waldron
—4.
Wiscossis.—Billinghurst, Potter, Washburn—3.

Minnesota.—Cavanaugh, Phelps—2.

Iowa.— Curtis, Davis—2.

MissouRL—^^aer—1. Total, 93.

CONNECTICOT.—Arnold—1.

New-York.—Russell, Searing, Taylor—3.

NEW-jERSt.T.—Huyler, Wortendyke—2.

Pennsylvania.—Alil, Dewart, Leidy, Montgomery—4.

Delaware —Whiteley—1.

Maryland—Bowie—1.

Virginia.—Bocock, Caskie, Edmundson, Garnett,
Goode, Hoi>kins, Millson, Powell—8.

North Carolina.—Branch, Craige, Gilmer, Ruffin,
Scaie.^, Shaw, Vance, AVinslow—S.

SoUTn Caudlina.—Uouhara, Boyce, McQueen, Miles—4.

Georgia.—Crawford, Gartrell, Jackson, Seward,
Stepliens, Trii'PK, Wright—7.

Florida.—Hawkins—1.

Alabama.— Gobi), Curry, Dowdell, Houston, Moore,
Shorter, Siallworth—7.

Mississippi.—Davis, McRae, Singleton—S,
Ikjuisiana.—EusTis, Saudidge—2.

Texas.— Reagan—1.

TBNNE.SSEE.—Matnard, Ready, Smith, Watkins, Zolli-
COFFER—5.

Kentucky.—Burnett, Elliott, Underwood—3.

Ohio.—Burns, Cox, Hall, Pendleton, Vallandigham—5.

Indiana.—Davis, Foley, Gregg, Hughes—4.

Illinois.—Hodges, Marshall, Sliaw, Smith—4.

MissouKi.

—

Anderson, Carutliers, Clark, Craig, Phelps,
Woodson— 0.

Caufornia.—Scott—1. Total, 81.

Upon the adoption of Mr. Grow's amendment,
the Republican vote, as will be seen, was unani-
mously in the affirmative. Of the votes from
the Slave States, all but nine were in the nega-
tive, and, as we shall presently see, there was
only one of that number who was really in favor
of it, this one being Mr. Blair, Kepublican, of
Missouri.

Mr. Glow's amendment being incorporated
into the bill, the next question was upon the

passage of the bill, which was defeated by the
Ibllowing vote :

yeas.

Maine.—Foster, Morse, Washbi(,rn, Wood—4:.

New-Hampshire.— CV'rtg'TO, Pike, Tapiianr—i.
Xbruoht.—Morrill, lioyce, Walton— 3.

Massachusetts.—^w^nto«, Burlingame, Chaffee,
Comins, Davis, Dawes, Gooch, Hall, Knapp, Thayer

Rhode lsi,ASD.—Brayton, Durfee—2.
Connecticut.—Clark, Dean— 'J,.

New-York.—Aiidrews, Bennett, Burroughs, Clark,
C. B. Cochrane, John Cochrane, Dodd, Feiiton, Gran-
ger, Hatch, Hoard, Kelsey, Matteson, Morgan, Morse,
Murray, Olin, Palmer, Parker, Spinner, Thompswi

Nbw-Jersey.— Claioson, Rohbina—'i.
Pennsylvania.—C'owocZe Dick, Edie, Grow, Keim,

Morris, Purviance, Ititchie, Stewart—-^.
Maryland.—Davis—1.

Oaio.—Bingham, Bliss, Cox, Giddings, Ilall, Harlan,
Horton, Leiter, Miller, Mott, Sherman, Stanton, Tomp-
kins, Wade—14.

Michigan.—/fowiarti. Leach, Walbridge, Waldron

UDikSk.—Colfax, Kilgore, Pettit, Wilson—A.

li.i.mo\?:—FarnswM-th, Kellogg, Lovejoy, Morris,
WaHnburne—i).
Wisconsin.—Potte-r, Washburn—2.

Iowa.— Curtis, Davis—2.

Minnesota.—Cavanaugh, Phelps—2.

Missouri.—Blair—1. Total—91.

NAYS.

Connecticut.—Arnold—1.

New-York.— Corning, Russell, Sea,ring, Taylor— 4.

New-Jersey.—Huyler.—1.

Pennsylvania.—Ahl, Chapman, Dewart, Florence
Jones, Leidy, Montgomery, Phillips, White— 9.

Delaware.—Whiteley—1.

Maryland.—Bowie, Ricaud, Stewart—8.

Virginia.—Eocock, Caskie, Edmundson, Garnett,
Goode, Hopkins, Millson, Powell—S.

North Carolina.— Craige, Gilmer, Ruffin, Scales,

Shaw, Vance, Winslow—7.

South Carolina.—Bonhara, Boyce, McQueen—3.

Georgia. — Crawford, Gartrel, Jackson, Stephens,
Trippe, Wright—6.

Florida.—Hawkins—1

.

Alabama.—Cobb, Dowdell, Houston, Moore, Shorter.
Stallworth-6.

Mississippi.—Barksdale. Davis, McRae, Singleton—4.
Louisiana.-Sandidge, Taylor— 2.

Texas.—Bryan, Reagan—2.

Arkansas.—Greenwood—1.

Tennessee.—Atkins, Avery, Jones, Maynard, Ready,
Savage, Smith, Watkins, Zollicoffer— 9.

Kentucky.—Burnett, Cla.v, Elliott, Jewett, Marshall,
Mason, Peyton, Stevenson, Talbott, Underwood—10.

Ohio.—Burns, Cockerill, Groesbeck, Pendleton, Val-
landigham—5.

Indiana.—Davis, Foley, Gregg, Hughes—4.

Illinois.—Marshall, Shaw—2.

Missouri.—Anderson, Carutliers, Clark, Craig, Phelps,
Woodson. Total—95.

The defeat of the bill, in consequence of the

incorporation into it of Mr. Grow's amend-
ment, shows that a majority of the House was
really opposed to that amendment, although it

had been adopted by a vote of 98 to 81. Cer-

tain members, who did not dare to vote directly

against the amendment, joined in killing it

afterward, by killing the bill, of which it had
been made a part by their own votes.

Thus Messrs. Stewart, of Maryland, Atkius,

Avery, Jones and Savage, of Tennessee, and
Jewett, Stephenson, and Talbot, of Kentucky,
who had voted for the amendment, voted after

ward against the bill. Only one, Mr. Blair, of

the nine Southeria supporters of the amend-
ment, proved true to it in the end, and no other

Southern member came to its support in the

final vote, saving only Mr. Davis, of Maryland,

who represents the free-labor interest of thtj

city of Baltimore, rather than the interest of

the slaveholding and landed aristocracy of the

planting States.

Afterward, on the same day, when these

votes upon Mr. Grow's amendment were given,

the representatives from Minnesota, both of

them members of the Democratic party, de-

livered speeches, in which they made no secret

of their chagrin that a measure so vital to their

constituency encountered the nearly unanimous
opposition of their political friends. Mr. Cavar

naugh, one of the members from Minnesota

{Globe, p. 505), said:

With reference to the vote on this bill to-day, with an
overwheluiing majority of this side of the House voting

against my colleague and myself, voting against this bill,

1 say it frankly, I say it in sorrow, that it was to the Re-
publican side of the House to wliom we were compelled to

look for sui)port of this just and honorable measure.
Gentlemen from tlie South, gentlemen wlio have broad
acres and wide plantations, aided here to-day by tlieir

votes more to make Republican States in ttie North than
by any vote wliicli has been cast within the last two
years. These gentlemen come here and ask us to support
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the South ;
yet they, to a man almost, vote against the

free, indeiieiident hibor of the Nurlh and West.

I, sir, have inherited my Democracy ; have been at-

tached to tlie Democratic party I'rom my boyliood ;
have

beheved In tlie great truths as enunciated by the '• fa-

thers of ilie faitii," and have cherished lliem rehgiously,

knowing tliat, by tlieir faithful application to every

department of tiiis Government, this nation has grown

up from struggling colonies to prosperous, powerful, and

sovreigii States. But, sir, when 1 see Southern gentle-

men come up, as I did to-day, and refuse, by their votes,

to aid my constituents, refuse to place the actual tiller of

the soil, the honest, industrious laborer, beyond the grasp

and avarice of the speculator, I tell you, sir, I falter and

I hesitate.

The amendment of Mr. Grow, forbidding the

public sales of lauds for at least ten years after

their survey, would secure the great bulk of the

lauds to preemptors, and would give them a

long pay-day, and thus save them from the

enormous usury they are now compelled to pay

to money-lenders. It would not reduce the

revenue derived by the Treasury from the

public lauds, but would only postpone it, and

this postponement would be far less prejudicial

to the Government than it would be beneficial

to the settler. The Government can borrow

money at four and a half per cent, per annum,

while the settler frequently pays five per cent.

per month for the money to enter his lands, to

prevent their sale at public auction.

Ou the first of February, the question of the

Public Lands was again before the House, the

pending bill (House bill No. Y'2) being a bill to

secure Homesteads to actual settlers, and being

in the words following:

A BILL TO SECURE HOMESTEADS TO ACTUAL SET-

TLERS ON THE PUBLIC DOMAIN.

§ 1. Be it enacted hy the Senate and Jloutie of Re-
presentatives of the United States of America in Co7i-

gress assenibled, 'Uliiit any pei-ion v/\io is the head of a
family, or who has arrived at the age of twenty-one
years, and is a citizen of the United States, or who shall

have filed his intention to become sucli, as required by the

naturalization laws of the United States, shall, from and
after the passage of this act, be entitled to enter, free of

death of the surviving parent, and in accordance with the

laws of the State in which such children for the time being

have their domicil, sell said land for the benefit of said

infants, but for no other purpose ; and the purchaser

shall acquire the absolute title hy tlie purchase, and be

entitled to a patent from the United States.

§ 3. And be it further enacted. That the register of

the land office shall note all such applications on the

tract-books and plats of his office, and keep a register of

all such entries, and make a return thereof to the General

Land Office, together with the proof upon wliich they

have been founded.

§4. And he it further enacted, That all lands ac-

quired under the provi:;ions of this act shall in no event

become liable to the satisfaction of any debt or debts con-

tracted prior to the issuing the patent therefor.

§ 5. And be itfurther enacted, That if, at any time af-

ter the fiUng the affidavit, as required in the second sec-

tion of this act, and before the expiration of the five years

aforesaid, it shall be proven, after due notice to the settler,

to the satisfaction of the register of the land office, that

the person having filed such affidavit shall have actually

changed his or her residence, or abandoned the said entry

for more than six months at any time, then, and in that

event, the land so entered shall revert back to the

Government, and be disposed of as other public lands are

now by law, subject to an appeal to the General Land
Office.

§ 6. And be it further enacted. That no individual

shall be permitted to make more than one entry under

the provisions of this act ; and that the Commissioner of

the General Land Office is hereby required to prepare

and issue such rules and regulations, consistent with this

act, as shall be necessary and proper to carry its provi-

sions into effect; and that the registers and receivers of

the several land offices sliall be entitled to receive the

same compensation for any lands entered under the pro-

visions of this act that they are now entitled to receive

when the same quantity of land is entered with money,
one-half to be paid by the person making the application,

at the time so doing, and the other half on the issue of the

certificate by the person to whom it may be issued :

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so construed

as to impair or interfere in any manner whatever with

existing preemption rights.

The previous question having been ordered,

the House was brought to a direct vote upoif

this bill, witliout debate.

A motion to lay the bill on the table was los

—Yeas, 77 ; Nays, 113 ; and the bill was thei

passed—Yeas, 120; Nays, 76.

As these two votes were substantially the
alter me p;is&uge ui ull^ iici, uc eiiiiueu lu emer, net: ui

i . ..i i .. i
•

i .„««
cost, cue quart..r-seciion of vacant and unappropriated ,

same, we Ollly give the last One, Avhich waS
public lands which may, at the time the application is

made, be sulijccl to private entry, at $1 2b per acre, or a
quantity equal thereto, to be located in a body, in con-
formity witii the legal subdivisions of public lands, and
Sifter tliC same shall have been surveyed.

§ 2. And be it further enacted. That the person ap-

plying for the benefit of tliis acl shall, upon application to

tha register of the laud office ia which he or she is about
to make such entry, make affidavit before the said regis-

ter that he or she is the head of a family, or is twenty-one
years or more of age, and that such applicntion is made
for his or her exclusive use and benefit, and tliose spe-
cially mentioned in this act, and not either directly or
indirectly for the use or benefit, of any other person or
persons whomsoever ; and upon making the affidavit as
above required, and filing the affidavit with the register,

he or she shall thereupon be l)ermilted to enter the

quantity of land already specified : Provided, hoioever.
That no certificate shall be given or patent issued therefor

until the expiration of five years from the ilate of sucli

entry ; and if, at ihe expiraiion of such tiuie, or at any
time thereafter, the person making such entry, or, if he
be dead, his widow, or, in case of her death, his heirs or
devisee, or in case of a widow making sucli entry, her
heirs or devisee, in case of her death, shall prove by
two creditable witnesses tliat he, slie, or they, have cm-
tinued to reside upon and cultivate such land, and still

reside upon the same, and have not alienated the same,
or any part thereof, then, in such case, he, she, or they, if

at that time a citizen of the United States, shall, on i;ay-
ment often dollars, be entitled to a patent, as in other
case-s provided by for law : And provided, further. In
caseot the death of buth fatlier and mother, leaving an in-

fant ciiihi or children uuder Iwenty-one years of iige, the
rigiit and tlie fee shall inure to the benefit of said infant-

cliild or children, and the executor, administrator or

guardian m.iy, at any time witiiin two years after the

upon the passage of the bill, and which was as

follows

:

YEAS.

'blMSE.—Abbott, Foster, Gilman, Morse, Wasldjum
—5.
New-Hampshire.—Cragin, Pike, Tappan—3.

Vermont.—Morrill, Jioj/ce, Walton— S.

Massachusetts.—-£(/j^;ito7i, Burlinoame, Chaffee,

Comiiis, Davis, Dawes, Gooch, Ilall, Knapp, Thayer
—10.
RnonE Island.—Brayton, Durfee—2.

CosNECTiCDT.—Bishop, Clark, Dean—3.

New-York.—Andreivs, IJarr, Burroughs, C. B. Cooh,-

rane, Jolm Cochrane, Corning, Dodd, Fenton, Goodicin,

Granger, Haskin, Hatch, Hoard, Felset/, Maclay, Mat-
teson, Morgan, Morse, Murray, Olin, Palmer, Parker,
Pottle, Russell, Spinner, Taylor, Ward—27.

New Jeksey.—Adrian, Clawson, Bobbins, Wortendyke

Pennsylvania.—Covode, Dick, Florence, Grow, Hick-

man, A'ei'm, Morris, Pliillips, Purviance, Keilly, Roberts,

Stewart, Kunkel—13.

Tennessee.—Jones—1.

KENTUcifY.—Jewett—1.

Omo.—Bingham, Bliss, Burns, Cockerill, Cox, Gid-
dings, Groesbeck, Hall, I/arlan, IJorton, Lawrence,

Lei'ter, Miller, Pendleton, Shei-man, Stanton, Tomp-
kins, Vallandigham, Wade—19.

Indiana.—Case, Colfax, Uuvis, Foley, Gvegg, Kilffare,

Pettit, Wilsojo-^.
lLUSoii. — Farnsv:orth, Hodges, Kellogg, Zovejoy,

Morris, Smith, Washhurne— 7.

Michigan.—Ifnirat'd, Leach, Walbridge. Waldron—1.

AViscoNsiN.

—

Billinghurst, Potter, Washbttrn—3.

Minnesota.—Cavanaugh, Phelps—2.

Iowa—Cvrtis, Davin—2.
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Missouri.—Craig- -1

.

Caukoknia.—McKibbiD, ScoU—2. Total, 120.

NAVS.

Pesksylva X I A .—Leidy—1

.

Delaware.—Mliiteley— 1.

Maryland.—Bowie, Davis, Harris, Kunkel, Kicacd,
Stewart—C.

Virginia.—Eocock, Cas-kie, Edmundson, Faulkner, Gar-

nett, GooUe, Hoijkins, Jenkins, Letcher, MUlson, Smith

—II.
North Carolixa. — Branch, Craige, Gilmer, Kuffin,

Scales, Shaw, Vance, Winslow—S.

South Carolina.— Bouham, Boyce, Keitt, McQueen,
Miles—5.

Georgia.—Crawford, Gartrell, Hill, Jackson, Seward,
Stephens, Trippe, 'NVripht—S.

Alabama. — Cobb, Curry, Dowdell, Hou=>Va, Moore,
Shorter, Stallworth—7.

Mississippi.—Baiksdale, Lauiar, McKae, Singleton—4.
Louisiana.—Eustis—1.

Texas.—Reagan—1.

Arkansas.—Greenwood—1.

Tennessee.—Atkins, Avery, Maynard, Ready, Smith,

TVatkins, A\'right, Zollicofker—S.

Kentucky.—Burnett, Marshall, Mason, Peyton,UNDER-
TrooD—5.

Ohio.—JTicJiols—1.

Indiana.—English, Hughes, Niblack—3.

Illinois.—Marshall, Shaw—2.

Missouri.—Anderson, Clark, Woodson—3. Total, 76.

Only three Southern members—Jones of Ten-

nessee, Jewett of Kentucky, and Craig of Mis-

souri—voted for the bill, thereby marking un-

mistakably the sectional character of the oppo-

sition to it.

The Republican vote, with a solitary excep-

tion, was given solid for the bill. Of the

Northern members connected with the Demo-
cratic party, twenty-nine voted for the bill and

six voted against it. Thus, of the entire Demo-
cratic party in the House, a large majority was

against the bill, but even this is less important

than the other fact, that the Southern wing of

/he vote was almost unanimously against, it

being this Southern wing which controls in the

party councils, and which, when out-voted in

the House, has other departments of the Gov-

ernment, the Senate and the President, with

which it is more powerful, and by means of

which it has so far rarely fiiiled to defeat mea-

sures, however popular and beneficial, which it

dislikes.

The Homestead bill had now passed the House

by a decisive majority, but it had yet to encoun-

ter the more dangerous ordeal of the Senate, in

wliicli the Democratic majority was larger, and

in which the representation of the slaveholding

States is proportionably greater.

No direct vote upon the measure was, in fact,

reached in the Senate, because the Southern

managers would not permit it.

There are two ways of killing off obnoxious

measures. One is, to act upon them and vote

them down. Another is, to overslaugh them
whenever they are proposed, by proceeding to

consider some other business. This latter me-

thod is invariably resorted to, where a measure,

obnoxious to a majority of the Senate, is sup-

posed to be acceptable to the people. And it

was precisely by ihib method, and for that rea-

son, that the Homestead bill was run over,

shoved aside, evaded, and left unacted upon, by

the Senate during its late session. The regular

appropriation bills and the bill for the purchase

of Cuba were being pressed upon the time of

the Senate during the last days of the session,

both of .hem commanding the support of the

majority of that body.
On the 17th day of February, Mr. Wade, of

01uo,( Co?i. Globe, page 1074,) moved to post-

pone all prior orders and take up the Homestead
bill, whicli had passed the House. The follow-

ing extracts i'rom the debate upon this motion
will exhibit the points made :

Mr. Wade.—The Homestead bill, to which I am a good
deal attached, has, I believe, twice passed the House and
come to this body, but somehow it has had the go-by, and
we have never had a direct vote upon it here tljatl know
of. I do not propose to discuss it for a single moment, and
1 hope none of its friends will debate it, because it hafl

been pending before Congress for several years, and I pre-
sume every senator is perfectly well acquainted with all

its provisions, and has made up his mind as to the course
he wUl pursue in regard to it. I have no hope that any-
thing I could saj' would win an opponent of the bill to ita

support ; and I hope every friend of the measure will take
no time in debate, but will try to get a vote upon it, for I

think it is the great measure of the session. All I want,
all I ask, is to have a vote upon it.

Mr. Reid, of North Carolina.—I think it is too late in the
session now to take up this bill to be acted upon here, at

least until we act upon other great measures upon which
there is more unanimity of sentiment in the country, and
a higher sense of duty upon us to pass them during the
few days of the session that remain.

Mr. Hunter, of Virginia.—I believe that a fortnight from
to-day will take us to the 3d of March. Now, it is known
that we have nearly all the important appropriation bills,

and one that is unfinished, to take up. I hope there wiH
be no effort to press this Homestead bill, so as to displace

the appropriation bills. I must appeal to the Senate to

consider how little of the session is now left to us, and
whether we ought not to take up the appropriation bill and
dispose of it.

Mr. Sliields, of Minnesota.—The friends of this bill de-

sire nothing but a vote upon it, not to waste time in de-

bate. Let us take it up, and have a fair vote upon it.

Mr. Hunter—I do not conceal the fact that I am very
much opposed to it ; but I suppose whenever this bill

comes up, it must be the subject of debate.
Mr. Wilson, of Massachusetts.—I appreciate the anxiety

of the senator from Virginia to take up the appropriation

bill ; but I would suggest to that senator that he allow us

to take up this bill, and have a vote upon it. I do not

suppose that anybody, who is in favor of the measure, de-

sires to consume the time of the Senate, at this stage of

the session, by discussing it. It has been discussed before

the nation. It is well understood. I believe it is sus-

tained by an overwhelmning majority of the people of th«

country.
Mr. Wade —I have no doubt, from the business before

us, that this is the last opportunity we shall have to act

upon this great measure, I hope, as I said before, that

every friend of it will stand by it until it is either triumph-

ant or defeated, and that, too, in preference to any other

business that may be urged upon us. As to the appropria-

tion bills, I have not the least fear but that they will go

through. Their gravitation carries them througlo.

The question was then taken, and Mr. Wade's

motion was carried by the following vote, the

RepubHcaiis being indicated by italics :

Yeas - Messrs. Bright, Eroderick, Chandler, CoUamer,
Dixon, Doolittle, Fe^cenden, Foot, Foster, Gwin, Bala,

Hamlin, Ildrlan, Johnson, of Tennessee, King, Pugh,

Rice, Si">card, Sliields, Simmons, Smith, Stuart, Trtmo-

bull. Wade, and WUnon—IG.
NiYS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, Brown,

Chestnut, Clav, Climiinan, Davis, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Green,

Hammond, Hunter, Iverson, Lane, Mallory, Mason, Pearoe,

Reid, Slidell, Toombs, and Ward—28.

Upon an examination of this vote, it will be

seen that the Republicans voted unanimously

in the affirmative, and that the Slave State Sen-

ators were all in the negative, with the soli-

tary exception of Mr. Johnson, of Tennessee.

Of" the Free State Democrats, Gwin, Bright,

Pugh, Rice, Shields, Smith, and Stuart, all be-

ing from the new States, voted for Mr. Wade's

niotiou.

Th< Homestead bill was now up, and, so far
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as its fiipiids were conceriiec], notliing was
asked but a vote, nliicli would not have cou-

sunied ten minutes. But a vote was precisely

what the Southern managers were determined
to avoid.

Instantly, therefore, upon the announcement
of the success of Jlr. Wade's motion, which
hrouclit the bill lielbre the Senate, Mr. Hunter
took the lloor, and moved that it be set aside,

so as to take np another bill, viz. : the Diplo-

matic and Consular Appropriation bill.

Ko question of order was raised upon this

motion of Mr. Hunter, but it was well charac-

terized as " (7/ i7(/'.v plni/," to move to set aside

a bill, instantly after a vote to take it up.

Pending some conversational debate upon
ilr. Hunter's motion, the hour of twelve o'clock

arrived, and the Vice-President decided that

the Cuba bill, having been assigned for that

liour, was the subject pending before the Senate.

Hereupon, Mr. Wade moved to postpone the

twelve o'clock order, and continue tlie consi-

deration of the Homestead bill, and this motion
prevailed by tlie following vote :

Yfas—Messrs. Bel!, Bright, Broderick, Chandler,
Clar/c, Collamer, JJixon, JJooliti/e, Douglas, DurJcee^
Feasenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, JIamlin, Harlan^
Johnson of Tennessee, Kintj, Pugh, Rice, Seicard. Sim-
mons, Smith, Stuart, TrumbiiU, ^^'ade, and Wilson
—27.

N.4TS—Messrs. Allen, Bates, Benjamin, B'gler, Brown,
Clay, Clinguian, Davis, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Green, Gwin,
Uauiniond, Hunter, Ivereons, Johnson, of Arkansas,
Lane, Mallory, Mason, Peaice, Keid, Sebastian, Slidell,

Toombs, Ward, and Yulee—26.

On this vote, an additional Southern Senator,

Mr. Bell, of Tennessee, ranged himself on tiie

side of Homesteads. But this was offset by
the ratting back to the negative side of Mr.
Gwin.

The Homestead bill was now again before
the Senate, but the question, as stated by the
Vice-President, was stiH upon Mr. Hunter's
Tuotion to set it aside, and take up the Consular
and Diplomatic Appropriation bill.

Mr. Mason, of Virginia, threatened an " ear-

leiulel debate'' upon the Homestead bill, if its

consideration were insisted upon. He declared,

at any rate, for himself that he intended to " lyo

into it pretty largely, because he had not yet

known, a fall so fraught witit mischief, and mis-
chief of the moxt demoralizing kind.'"

Mr. Wade and Mr. Seward, in brief and ener-
getic terms, exhorted the friends of the bill to
stand tirm.

The vote was then taken upon Mr. Hunter's
motion, and resulted as follows:

YkaS.—Messrs. Allen, Bates, Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler,
Brown, Clay, Clingman, Davis, Ficch, Fitzpatrick, Green,
Gwin, Hanimnnd, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas,
Iveiineily, Lane, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Ueid, Sebastian,
Mitlell, I'oiiuibs, Ward, and Yulee—'2S.

Nays.— Messrs. Bell, Bright, Broderick, Chandler,
Clark, Collajner, Uiocon, Doolittle, Douglas, J/urkee,
Fe^seiiden, Foot, Foster, Hale, JIamlin, J/arlan,
llousioii, Johnson of 'lennessee, King, Ptigh, Kice,
tteward, Simmons, Smith, Stuart, Trumbull Wade, and
Wilson— 'Zi.

The vote being a tie, the Vice-President, Mr-
Breckinridge, voted in the affirmative, and thus,
after a long struggle, the Homestead bij^was,
for that day, overslaughed.
Of the twenty-eight votes for overslaughing

ic, all but five are from the South, and one of

these five, Mr. Gwin, is only a temporary resi-

dent of a Free State.

Of the twenty-eight votes in favor of sustain-

ing the bill, only three are from the South, and
only one of the three (Johnson of Tennessee,)
is a Democrat.
Two days afterward, on tke 19th of February,

Mr. Wade again moved to set aside all prior

orders and take up the Homestead bill ; but this

motion was negatived by the following vote

:

Ykas.—Messrs. Broderick, Chandler, Clark, Collamer,
Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Ilale
Hamlin, JIarlan, Johnson of Tennessee, Jones, Kin^,
Pjgti, Bice, Seward, Shielils, Simmons, Stuart, Trum-
bull, Wade,AuA Wilson—24.

Nats.—Messrs. Allen, Bates, Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler,
Bright, Brown, Cliestiiut, Clay, Clingman, Crittenden,
Kavis, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Green, Hammond, Houston,
Hunter, Iverson, Kennedy, Mallory, Mason, Pearce,
Polk, Keid, Sebastian, Slidell, Smith, Toombs, AVard, and
Y'ulee—81.

Upon these two days, the lYth and 19th of
February, the question was made between the

consideration of the Homestead bill and the con-
sideration of the appropriation bills, the neces-

sity of passing which last bills did not fail to be
insisted upon by the Democratic managers. At
a suljsequent stage of the session, as will be
presently seen, the question was made between
considering the Homestead bill and considering
the Cuba bill.

Upon the 25th day of February, upon the oc-

casion of a motion by Mr. Slidell to postpone
all prior orders and take up the bill for the pur-
chase of Cuba, .Mr. Doolittle resisted it, and
called upon the friends of Homesteads to vote
it down, so that he himself might submit a mo-
tion to take up the Homestead bill. Mr. Doo-
Ihtle said :

I think it would be better to take up this question of
the Homestead bill and vote upon it, and then the Cuba
bill will come up. I ask the friends of the Homestead
bill now to stand by it and give it the preference.

The vote was then taken, and the motion to

take up the Cuba bill prevailed, as follows:

Y'eas-Messrs". Allen, Bayard, Bell, Benjamin, Biglerf
Brown, Chestnut, Clay, Clingman, Davis, Fitch, Fitz-
patrick, Green, Gwin, Hammond, Houston, Hunter, Iver-
son, Jones, Lane, Mallory, Mason, Polk, Pugh, Keid,
Rice, Sebastian, Shields, Slidell, Smith, Stuart, Toombs,
Ward, AV right, and Yulee—35.

Nays—Messrs. Broderick, Cameron, Chandler, Clark,
Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, Fessen-
den, Foot, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, Johnson of
Tennessee, Kennedy, King, Vearce, Seward, Sinwwn*,
Triunbull, Wade, and Wilson—24.

The Cuba bili was now up, and the discussion

upon it protracted the session late into the
night, and almost into the next morning. It

was distinctly seen during the progress of this

discussion that it would be without practical re-

sult, and that no vote could be reached before
the final adjournment of Congress.

Accordingly, at ten o'clock in the evening,
Mr. Doolittle felt it to be his duty to renew the
attempt to set aside the Cuba bill, the subject-

matter of a manifestly idle debate, so as to take
up the Homestead bill. His motion to that effect,

and the commencement of the debate upon it,

will be found on page 1351 of the Congres-
sional Globe. Such extracts are made as will

exhibit its general character :

Mr. Trumbull.—If there was any assurance that the
Homestead bill could be taken up, after the Cuba ques-
tion was disposed of, I should be willing to see it have
the go";j- on the present occasion ; but we have sough/
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repeatedly to bring up the Homestead bill, and every
.liovemeut tliat lias betn uiada to biing it up has been
iiet with a counter niovenient, crowding it out of the
ifi\y with sometliing else If the senator from
Virginia will give us an as-urance that we shall have a
chance to bring up the Homestead bill, and keep it be-
fore the t^enale until we can get a vote upon it, after the
Cuba b:ll is through, and that he will not interpose an
appropriation bill, 1 would join with gentlemen in asking
my friend from Wisconsin to withdraw the motion he has
made.

Mr. Hunter.—I certainly will press the appropriation
bills. I will give no promise to vote to take up the
Homestead bill.

Mr. Trumbull.—That is as I expected. We now have
notice that we are to be met with an appropriation bill

the moment that the Cuba question is disposed of, and
here we are wasting our time at this stage of the session

in making long speeches, and debating about the acquisi-

tion of a country that does not belong to us, instead of
providing for the settlement of the country which we own.
There can be no hope of getting up the Homestead bill as
against an appropriation bill.

Mr. Seward.—After nine hours yieldmg to the discussion

of the Cuba question, it is time to come back to the great
question of the day and the age. The Senate may as well

meet face to face the issue which is before them. It is an
issue presented by the competition between these two
questions. One, the Homestead bill, is a question of

homes, of lands for the landless freemen of the United
States. The Cuba bill is a question of slaves for the slave-
holders of the United States.

Mr. Wade.—I am very glad that this question has at

length come up. I am glad, too, that it has antagonized
with this nigger question. (Laughter.) I have been try-

ing here for nearly a month to get a straightforward vote
upon this great measure of land for the landless. I glory
in that measure. It is the greatest that has ever come
before the American Senate, and it has now come so that
there is no dodging it. The question wUl be, shall we give
niggers to the niggerless, or lands to the landless ?

1 moved some days ago to take up this subject. It was
said then that there was an appropriation bill that stood
in the way. The senator from Virginia had his appropri-
ation bills. It was important, then, that they should be
settled at once ; there was danger that they would be
lost, and the Government would stop in consequence ; and
the appeal was made to gentlemen to give this bill the

go-by for the time being, at all events, and the appeal was
BuccessfuL The appropriation bills lie very easy now be-

hind this nigger operation. (Laughter.) When you come
to niggers for the niggerless, all "other questions sink into

insignificance.

Mr. Doolittle's motion to set aside the Cuba
bill for the puriiofe of taking up tke Ilouiestoad

bill, was lost, by the following vote :

Yeas—Messrs. Broderick, Cameron, Clarl", Chandler,
CoUamer, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale,
Hamlin, Harlan, Johnson of Tennessee, King, Seward,
Simmons, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—19.

Nays—Messrs. Allen, Benjamin, Bayard, Bigler, Brown,
Chestnut, Clay, ClLngman, Douglas, Fitch, Fitzpatrick,

Green, Gwin, Hunter, Ivorson, Johnson of Arkansas, Lane,
Mallory, Mason, Polk, Pugh, Re id, Kice, Sebastian, Sliields,

SUdell, Toombs, Ward and Wright^'ii).

This was the last attempt made to get up the

Homestead bill in the Senate. It liad first been
overslaughed by the appropriation bills, and
now by the Cuba bill, and no expectation

remained of reaching it during the few remain-

ing days of the session. The Kopublicans, who
had endeavored to get it up in all forms and on
all occasions without success, felt it to be their

duty to abandon a manifestly hopeless struggle.

From this review of the votes in the Senate

and House, it will be seen that the two great

national parties, the one representing the rights

and interests of free labor, and the other repre-

senting the pretensions of Negro Slavery, ha,ve

come to a well-defined issue upon this great

matter of the disposition of the Public Domain.

In the House of Representatives, on the 6th

of March, 1860, Mr. Lovcjoy, from the Com-
mittee on Public Lands, reported the following

bill (previously introduced by Mr. Grow), which
was read twice, and committed to the Committee
of the Whole.

A liILL TO SECORE IIOMKSTEADS TO ACTUAL
SETTLERS ON THE PUBLIC DOMAIN.

Be it enacted hy the Senate and House of Re-
presentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled. That any person who is the head
of a family, or who has arrived at the age of twenty-one
years, and is a citizen of the United States, or who shall

have filed his intention to become such, as required by
the naturalization laws of the United States, shall, from
and after the passage of this act, be entitled to enter, free
of cost, one hundred and sixty acres of unappropriated
public lands, upon which said person may have filed a
preemption claim, or which may, at the time tlie applica-
tion is made, be subject to preemption at one dollar and
twenty-five cents, or less, per acre ; or eighty acres of

such unappropriated lands, at two dollars and fifty cents
per acre ; to be located in a body, in conformity to the
legal subdivisions of the public lands, and after the same
shall have been surveyed.

§ 2. A7id be it further enacted. That the person ap-
plying for the benefit of this act shall, upon application to

the register of the land oflice in which he or she is about
to make such entry, make affidavit before the said register

or receiver that he or she is the head of a family, or is

twenty-one years or moi-e of age, and that such applica-
tion is made for his or her exclusive use and benefit, and
those specially mentioned in this act, and not either

directly or indirectly for the use or benefit of any other
person or persons whomsoever; and upon filing the
affidavit with the register or receiver, he or she shall there-

upon be permitted to enter the quantity of land specified :

Provided, however. That no certificate shall be given or

patent issued therefor until the expiration of five years
from the date of such entry ; and if, at the expiration of

such time, or at any time within two years thereafter, the

person making such entrj'—or if he be dead, his widow ;

or in case of her death, his heirs or devisee ; or in case of

a widow making such entry, her heirs or devisee, in case
of her death—shall prove by two credible witnesses that

he, she, or they have resided upon and cultivated the
same for the term of five years immediately succeeding
the time of filing the affidavit aforesaid; then, in such
case, he, she, or they, if at that time a citizen of the
United States, shall, on payment of ten dollars, be enti-

tled to a patent, as in other cases provided for by law :

And provided, further. That in case of the death of both
father and mother, leaving an infant child, or children,

under twenty-one years of age, the right and fee shall

inure to the benefit of said infant child, or children ; and
the executor, administrator, or guardian may, at any time
within two years after the death of the surviving parent,

and in accordance with the laws of the State in which
such children for the time being have their domicil, sell

said land for the benefit of said infants, but for no other

purpose ; and the purchaser shall acquire the absolute

title by the purchase, and be entitled to a patent from the

United States, on payment of the oflice fees and sum of

money herein specified.

Sue. 8. And be it further eiiacted. That the register

of the land office shall note all such applications on the

tract-books and plats of his office, and keep a register of

all such entries, and make return thereof to the General
Land Office, together with the proof upon whicli they

have been founded.
Skc. 4. And be itfurther enacted, That all lands ac-

quired under the provisions of this act shall in no event
become liable to the satisfaction of any debt or debts

contracted prior to the issuing of the patent therefc.r.

Skc- 5. And be it further enacted. That if, at any
time after the filing of the affidavit, as required in the

second section of this act, and before the expiration of

the five years aforesaid, it shall be proven, after due no
tice to the settler, to the satisfaction of the register of the

land office, that the person having filed such affidavit

shall have actually changed his or her residence, or

abandoned the said entry for more than six months at

any time, then, and in that event, the land so entered

shall revert to the government.
Skc^. And be it further enacted. That no individual

shall be permitted to make more than one entry under
the provisions of this act ; and that the Commissioner of

the General Land Office is hereby required to prepare

and issi.e such rules and regulations, consistent with this

act, as shall be necessary and proper to carry its provi-
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sions into effect ; ami that the registers and receivers of I

tlie several lanii oflices shall be entitled to receive the

same compensation for any linds entered under the pro-

visions of this act that they are now entitled to receive
j

when the same quantity of land is entered with money,
cue-half to he i)aid by the person making the application

at the time of so doing, and the otlier half on the issue of

the certilicale, by the i>erson to whom it may be issued :

PiOvi<f«^, That nothing contained in this act shall be so

construed as to impair or interfere in any manner what-
ever with existing preemption rights : And j^rovided,

further. That all pei-sons who may have filed their ap-

plications for a preem|)tion right prior to the passage

of this act shall be entitled to all privileges of this act.

Subsequently, a motion was made by Mr. Love-

joy, to reconsider the vote by which the bill

,had been referred to the Committee of the

Whole. On Monday, March V2^ Mr. Lovcjoy

called up this motion, and under the operation

of the previous question, it was agreed to, 106

to 67, as follows :

Yeas.—Messrs. Ad rain, Aldrich, Ashley, Babbitt,

Bingham, lilake, BufBnlon, Burlingame. Campbell, Carey,
Carter, C-ise, John Cochrnne, Colfax, Conkling, Cooper,
Corwin, Covode, Cux, James Craig, CwclXa, John Gj
Davis, D.iwes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Elliot,

Fenton, Feny, Florence, Foster, Fouke, Frank, French,
(Jooch, Giaiiam, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Ha skin,
llelmick. Hoard, I/olman, Howard, Hutchins, Junkin,
Francis AV. Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kilgore, Killinger,

Larmliee, De Witt C. Leach, Lee, Logan, Looniis, Love-
joy, Maclay, Marston, Charles D. Martin, McClemand,
McKean, McKnis;ht, Milhvaid, Moorhead, Morrill,

Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Olin, Pendleton, Perry, Por-
ter, I'otter, Pottle, Kice, Kiggs, Christopher Robinson,
James C. Pobinson, Royce, Schwartz, Ib'coit, Scran-
tun, SedgwK-k, Sherman, Somes, Spinner, Stanton, Stoiit,

Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, Tompkins, Train, Trimble,
ViiUandighnm, Vandever, Verree, Waldron, Walton, Cad-
walader C. Wasiiburn, Ellihu B Washburne, Israel Wash-
burn, Weils, Windom, and M'oodruff—106
Nays — Messrs. Green Adams, Thomas L. Anderson,

William C .Vxdkksox. Avery, Barksdale, Bocock, Bon-
ham, Bkabsox, ^ra^icA, Bristow, Burch,Bur/iett, Ciop-
ton, Cobb, Citrri/, Ticubcn Davis, De Jarnette,Ed-
mundson, English, ETH^ ridge, Garnett, Gartrell, Gil-
MKii, Uardtman, J. Morrison Harris, Hattmx, Hill,

Ilindman, Houston, Hughes, Jackson, Jenkiyis, Jones,
Keitt. Lamnr, Landrum, Leake, Love, Mai.lorv, Elbert
S. Martin, Maysauh, McQueen, McRae, Miles, Millson,
Montgomery, Nelson, SibLick, It'oell, Peyton, Pryor,
Pugh, Beagan, Buffin, Sickles, Sini7?is, Singleton,
William. Smith, William N. H. Smith, Stevenson, froKKS,
Un'/erwoorl, Vakck, Webster, Whiieley, Woodson, and
Wright—C:.

Rejiublicans in Roman ; Democrats in Italics ; Ameri-
cans in f-MALL caps; Auti-Lecompton Democrats in

Roman spaced.
So the motion was reconsidered, and the bill

was before tiie House. Mr. Lovejoy moved that

the bill be engrossed and read a third time. Mr.
Branch (X. C.) moved to lay the bill on the

table. Lost, 62 to 112, the yeas being all from
the Soutli, except Mr. Montgomery, Democrat, of

I'eniisylvania, and the nays all from the North,
except Mr. James Craig, Democrat, of Missouri.

So tile House refused to lay the bill on the

table ; and it was read a third time and passed.

The vote was as follows—The Republicans in

Roman, the Adiniiiistiatiou Democrats in Italics,

the Americans in small caps, and the Anti-
Lecompton Democrats in Roman spaced:

TEAS.

MiiNK.—Foster, French, Morse, Perry, Somes, Israel
Washburn—

G

New-Ha-MPshirk.—Marston, Tappan—2.

Vbkm NT.—Morrill, Royce, Walton—3.

MAsSACHCstTTS.—Buffiiiton, Dawes, Delano, Elliot,

(Jooch, Rice, Ihayer, Train— S.

CoXNECiicuT —Burnhaii), Ferry, Loomis, Woodruff—4.

Khode-Islasd.—Christopher Robinson—1.

New-Yukk.—Barr, Briugs, Crater, John Cochrane,
Coiik'iug, Duell, Fenton, Frank, Graham, H a s k i n.

Hoard, HuniiXircy, Lee, Maclay, McKean, Oiin, Pottle,
Sickles, SjiUiuer, Van Wyck, Wc'lls—21.

New-Jrrskt.—A drain, R i g g s, Stratton—3.

Pennsylvania.—Babbitt, Campbell, Covorte, Florence,
Grow, Hale, Hall, 11 i ckm a n, Junkin. Killenger, Mc-
Knight, Mcl'her.-on, Millward, E. Joy Morris, S c h w a r t

«

Scranton, Verree—17.

Ohio.—Ashley, Bingham, Dlake, Carey, Corwin, Cox,
Edgerton. Gurley, Heimick, Howard. Hutchins, Charles
D. Martin, Pendleton, Sherman, Stanton, Tompkins,
Trimble, Vallan-digham—IS.

MicniOAN— Co()/)^r, Francis W. Kellogg, DeWittC.
Leach, Waldron—4.

Indiana.—Case, Colfax, John G. Davis, Dunn,
English, Hohnan, Kilgore. J\^iblack, Porter, Wilson— 1«.

Illinois.—Fouke, Wm. Kellogg. Logan, Lovejoy, Mo-
Clernand, James C. BobinKon,V.. B. Washlmrne—

7

Wisconsin.— /;(7rrr77>c)>. Potter, C. C. Washburn—3.

Iowa.—Curtis, Vandever—3.

Minnesota.—Aldrich, Windom—2.

California.—Burch, Scott—2.

Oregon.—Stout—l.
Missouri.—</((»!«« Craig—1. Total, 115.

All from the Free States except James Craig, of

Missouri.
NATS.

Pknnstlvavia.—Montgomery—1.

Delaware.— Wh iieley—1.

Maryland.— II. Winter Davis, J. M. Harris, Hughes,
Webster—4.

YiKGiNiA.—^ococX-, De Jarnette, Edmundson, Gar-
nett, Jenkins, Leake, Elbert S. Martin, Wilson,

Pryor, William Smith—10.

North Carolina.—Branch, GihUER, Buffin, William
N. H. Smith, Vance—5.

South Carolina.—jBoji^am.ffei'M., McQueen, Miles—2.
Georgia.—Gartrell, Hardeman, Hill, Jackson, Jones,

Love, Undericood—7.

Alabama.—Clapton, Cobb, Curry, Houston, Suyden-
ham Jfoore, J'ugh—G.

Mtssi-istTPi-Barksdale, Beuben Davis, Lamar, Mc-
Rea, Singlet0^1—5.

LocisiANA.

—

Landrum—1.

Arkansas.—Hindman—1.

Tk.xas.—Hamilton, Beagan—2.

Missouri.—Thomas L. Anderson, Xoell, Woodson—

S

Tennessee.—^ivry, Etheridge, Hatton, Maynard,
NfLSON, Stokes, Wright—7.

Kkntcckv.—Green, Adams, William C. Anderson,
Bristow, Burnett, Mallort, Peyton, Simms, Steven-
son— 8. Total, Co.

All from Slave States except Montgomery,
Dem., of Pennsylvania.

This bill was sent to the Senate, where it was
referred to the Committee on Public Lands,

and on the I'Zth of April, Mr. Johnson, of Ten-

nessee, the Chairman of that Committee, re-

ported a substitute for the House bill, granting

Homesteads to actual settlers, at 25 cents per

acre, but not including preemptors then occu-

pying the Public Lands. When this bill came
before the Senate for action, Mr. Wade, of

Ohio, moved to amend, by substituting the

House bill, which was lost, 26 to P.l, as follows :

Y^BAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chandler,
Clark, CoUamer, DLxon, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee,
Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Hamlin, King, Rice, Se-

ward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Toombs, Trumbull,
AVade, AVilkinson, and Wilson—26.

Nays—Messrs. Payard, Bigler, Bragg, Briglit., Brown,
Chesnut, Clay, Clingman, Davis, Fitch, Fitzpatrick,

Green, Gwin, Hammond, Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson,

Johnson, of Arkansas, Johnson, of Tennessee, Lane,
Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Saub-
bury, Sebastian, Slidell, AVigfall, and Yulee—31.

Yeas, all Republicans except three, Douglas,

Rice, and Toombs. Nays, all Democrats.

The Senate finally, on the 10th Afay, passed

Mr. Johnson's bill, 44 to S, the Nays being

Messrs. Bragg, Clingiuan, Hamlin, Hunter,
Mason, Pearce, Powell and Toomlj*. The House
rcl'used to concur ; the Senate refused to recede,

and the result was a protracted conference on
the part of Committees of the two Houses,
which committees fiuallv came to an agreemeii'.
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on the 19th June, by the House accepting the

;:enate bill with slight amoudnionts. On that

day Jlr. Schuylor Coil'ax reported to the Ilouse

iiS follo'.vs:

Mr. Colfax.—I rise to a question of privilege. I am in-

structed by llie Comaiittee of Conference on llie disagiee-
ing votes of the two Houses on tlie Homestead b.ll, to

report that, after twelve meetings of the three different

Conferen''es that have been appointed, tliey this morn-
ing tinallj agreed. I hold in ray hand the report of the
Committee, which can be read if any gentleman desires

it. But pei haps it would render the report clearer and
more intelligible if I should briefly state its leading fea-

tuies. The Senate bill all the members of the ilouse are
familiar with. The Conferees upon the part of the House
finding, after the most earnest etforts, that it would be
utterly impossible for them to induce the Senate to agree
to the House bill, have been discussing what changes
could be made in the Senate bill, so as to render it accep-
table enough for the House, to accept, rather than the
whole should fail. 1 hey have finally agreed upon a report
as follows : In the first pface, I will say that the bill, as it

passed the Senate, provided that the preeraptors now
upon the public lands might remain there two years be-

fore they should be required to purchase their lands, but
Bliould then pay for them at the rate of Jfl 25 per acre,

thus removing them entirely from within the purview of

tlie benefits which would apply to the settlers hereafter
upon the public lands. This point the House Conferees
refused to accede to, and if persisted in, we should have
again reported a disagreement. Finally, however, a
compromise was arranged on this point, and to protect
the preemptors now on the Government land, which was
to be advertised this fall for sale, we changed the Senate
bill so as to protect them for at least two years from land
sales, and to allow them then to secure their homes at
one ha/f Ihe Government price, namely si.\ty-two and
u-half cents per acre. I need scarcely add, that, if tlie

Senate could have been induced to give them the benefit
of their twenty-five-cent-per-acre provision, we should
have insisted on it inflexibly ; but what I have stated is

the very lowest point that could be obtained. The second
change we have made in the Senate bill is in relation to

the scope of land coming under the operations of the
law. The House bill embraced all the Government land,
offered or unolfered, except such as was specially re-

served. The Senate bill confined its provisions to land
subject to private entry, exclusively. As I have explain-
ed on a former occasion, the expression " subject to pri-

vate entry" means such as are left after the lands have
been once regularly brought into market, exposed to

public sale, and the speculators have taken such as tliey

see fit to purchase. The diil'erence between these two
bills seemed so radical as to be incapable of adjustment;
and the scope of farming land covered by the Senate bill

was so limited, there being but little, if any, in Minnesota,
Kansas, Nebraska, California, Oregon, and Washington,
that the House conferees declined to accept it. Uut on
this, too, we finally efl'ected a compromise, liy our re-

port, all the land subject to private entry is included,
and, ill addition,, all the odd-numbered sections of the
surveyed public lands, whicli have not been opened to

public sale—a most material and beneficent enlargement
of tlie Senate bill. AVe were offered, after this agreement,
whichever half of the unoffered lands we chose, and we
took the odd-numbered sections. The reason for this

was, that tlie Kith section of a township, being reserved
for school purposes by our land laws, the four adjoinin(/
sections to it, on the north, west, east, and south, are sec-
tions 9, 15, 17, and 21, all odd-numbered sections, which
are thus saved for homestead settlers, who have reserved
lor them IS out of the 35 disposable sections in each towu-
sliip of six miles square.
On all these lands, actual settlers, who are heads of

families, are allowed, after having occupied the land for

five years, to purchase at 25 cents per acre, which is

about tlie average cost price of the public lauds to the
Government. We struggled, of course, to include all

young men over 21 who are not heads of families, and to

adopt the Free Homestead principle of the House bill

;

but on these points the Senate was inflexible, and we
took what we did because it was the very best we could
get. The Senate bill originally provided that the Home-
stead settler might acquire title to his land at any time
"y piiying full Government prices ; but desiring to pro-
iiiote actual settlement, we now provide that he cannot
do this till after he has been on the land six months.
\Vhe.i he slays, or his family if he deceases, the full five
years u-: obtains it at 25 cents per acre. The Senate
have also agreed to strike out the eighth section of their
bill, which luade it imperative upon the i^esident to ex-

pose all public lands to sale within two years after they
shall have been surveyed, which we held would be
peculiarly oppressive upon the pioneeiswho had gone
to the frontier to settle upon the publ.c lands, and to

which we could never have consen ed. Now, Mr.
Speaker, 1 desire to state, in conclusion, that the com-
promise we have made upon the subject is not in accord-
ance with what I should desire to have passed, if I had
the power to frame the bill myself ; but it is the very ut-

most we could obtain from the Senate, as now consti-

tuted. Tlie Senators who served with us on the Confe-
rence have been notified by me, and also by my colleague
(Mr. Windom, of Minnesota,) that we regard this as but
a single step in advance toward a law which we shall de-
mand from the American Congress, enacting a compre-
hensive and liberal Homestead policy. This we have
agreed to as merely an aiiant courrier. We shall de-

mand it at the next session of Congress, and until It is

granted; until all the public lands shall be open to all

the people of the United States ; and 1 state this publicly,

that no one shall regard us as estopped hereafter, be-
cause we accepted this half-way measure rather than to

allow the whole to fail. I should have added that all

persons, whether citizens or those who have only declared
their intentions, are allowed to go on the lands under
this bill ; but are required to perfect their naturalization
before the five years expire, and the patent issues. I now
demand the previous question on concurring on the re-

port of the Committee, and passing the bill as thus
amended.

.Mr. Farnsworth.— I desire to ask the gentleman from
Indiana whether this bill confines its benefits to those
who are heads of families.

Sir. Colfax.—It does, because we failed, despite our
utmost efforts, in procuring its extension to all ; but we
shall appeal to the young men to demand of those who
make and who execute the laws, that the system in-

augurated by this bill, shall be widened so as to admit
them to its benefits, and I will join them in this demand.
Mr. Grow.— I just desire to say that we have taken this

bill, not because it is what we want, but on the principle

that " half a loaf is better than no bread."

The House agreed to tlie Report of the Com-
mittee, 115 to 51, as follows:

Yk.is.—Messrs. Ashley, Babbitt, Barr, Bingham, Francis
P. Blair, Samuel S. Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Bulfin-

ton, Burch, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield. Campbell,
Carey, Carter, Case, Horace F. Clark, Cobb, Colfax, Cor-
win, Covode, Cox, Curtis, John G. Uavis, Dawes, Delano,
Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Elliot, Ely, Ferry, Flo-

rence, Foster, Frank, French, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gur-
ley. Hale, Hall, Ilaskin, Helmick, Hoard, Wm. Howard,
Humphrey, Hutchins, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Wra.
Kellogg, Keiiyon, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Long-
necker, Loomis, Jlaclay, Marston, McKean, McKnight,
.McFherson, Millward, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy
.Morns, Isaac N. Morris, Morse, Niblack, Nixon, Olin,

Palmer, Pendleton, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Porter, Potter,

Uice, Kigg'S, Christopher Robinson, lloyce, Sedgwick,
Sherman, Somes, Spaulding, Sjiiuner, Stanton, \\ illiam

Stewart, Stout, Tappan, Taylor, Thayer, Theaker, Tomp
kins. Train, Tiimble, Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree,

Wade, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elihu B. Wash-
burne, Israel Washburn, WeHs, Windom, and Woodruff
—115.
Nays— Messrs. Green Adams, William C. Anderson,

Ashmore, Avery, Barksdale, Bocock, Bonham, Boyce,
Brabson, Branch, Burnett, Clopton, Burton Craige, Craw-
ford, Curry, De Jarnette, Gilmer, Hardeman, J. .Morri-

son Harris, John T. Harris, Hatlon, Houston, Jenkins,

Jones, Keitt, Landrum, James M. Leach, Leake, Love,
Mallory, Maynard, Mctiueen, Miles, Millson, Sydenham
Moore, Nelson, Peyton, Uuarles, Heagan, Kullin, Wil-

liam Smith, Williain N. H. Smith, Stevenson, Stokes,

Thomas, Underwood, Vance, Webster, Wiuslow, AVood-

son, and Wright—51.

The nays are all from the Slave States.

The Senate agreed to the report of the Con-

ference Committee, 36 to 2—Messrs. Bragg and

Pearce.

The following is the bill as it was finally

reported by the Conference Committee and

passed both Houses

:

ANACTto seoure Homesteads to actual settlers on
the Public Domain, andfor other purpones.
Be it enacted by the Senate, and Houne of Represen-

lives of ike United States of America in Congress
assembled, That any person who is the head of a family,
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and a citizen of the United States, stiall, from and after

the passage of this act, be entitled to enter one quarltr-

Secti'jn of vacant and unappropriated pulilio lamls, ur

any less quaniiiy. to be located in a body, in conformity

with the legal subdivisions of the public lands, after the

same shall have been surveyed, upon the following con-

ditions : that ihe person applying for the benefit of this

act shall, upon applicaiion to the register of the land-ofUce

In which he or she is about to make such entry, make
aflitiavit before the said register or receiver of sa.d l.ind-

iiflice tliat he or she is the liead of a family, and is actually

settled on the quarter-section, or other subdivision noi

exceeding a quarter-section, proposed to be entared, and
that such application is made for Ins or her use and
bc-neflt, or for Ihe use and benefit of those specially

mentioned in this section, and not either directly or

indireclly for tlie use or bcneft,, of any other person or

perions whomsoever, and that he or she has never at any
previous time, had the benefit of this act ; and upon
making the aflidavit as above required, and tiling the

game with ilie register, he or she shall thereupon be per-

mitted to enier the quantity of land already specified :

Provided, however. That no finul certificate shall be

given, or patent issued therefor, until the expiration of

live years from the date of such entry ; and if, at the ex-

piration of such time, the person making such entry, or,

if he be dead, his widow, or, in case of her death, his

diild or children, or in case uf a widow making such
entry, her child or children, in case of her deatli, shall

prove, by two credible witnesses, that he, she, or they

—

Uiat is to say, some member or members of the same
family—has or iiave erected a dwelling-house upon said

land, and continued to reside upon and cultivate the

name for the term of five years, and still reside upon the

same (and that neither the said land or any part thereof

has been alienated) ; then, in such case, he, she, or they,

upon the payment of 25 cents per acre for the quantity

entered, shall be entitled to a patent, as in other cases

provided by law: And providedfurther. In case of the

death of both father and mother, leaving a minor child or

children, the right and the fee shall inure to the benefit

of said minor child or children, and the guardian shall be
authorized to perfect the entry for the beneficiaries, as if

there had been a continued residence of the settler for

five years. Provided, That nothing in this section shall

be so construed as to embrace or in any way include any
quarter-section or fractional quarter-section of land upon
which any preemption right has been acquired prior to the

passage of this act. And providedfurther, Tliat all en-

U'ies made under the provisions of this section, upon lands
V)hichhave not been offeredfor public sale,iihall be con-

fined to and upon sections designated by odd numbers.

I 2. And be it further enacted. That the register of the

Land Office shall note all such applications on the tract

books and plats of liis olfice, and keep a register of all

such entries, and make return thereof to the General
Land Office, together with the proof upon whiclx they
have been founded.

§ 8. And be itfurther enacted. That no land acquired
tinder the provisions of this act shall in any event, be-

come liable to the satisfaction of any debt or debts until

after the issuing of the patent therefor.

§ 4. And be itfurtlier enacted. That if, at any time
after filing the affidavit, as required in the first section

of this act, and before the expiration of the five years
aforesaid, it shall be proved, after due notice to the set-

tler, to the satisfaction of the register of the Land Office,

that the person having filed such aflidavit shall have
Bworn falsely in any particular, or shall have voluntarily
abandoned the possession and cultivation of the said

land for more than six months at any time, or sold his

right under the entry, then, and in either of those

events, the register shall cancel the entry, and the land so

entered shall revert to the Government, and be disposed
of as other public lands are :iow by law, subject to an
appeal to the Secretary of the Interior. And in no case
shall any land, the entry whereof shall have been can
celled, again be subject to occupation, or entry, or pur
chase, until the same shall have been reported to the

General Land Office, and, by the direction of the Pres
dent of the United Stales, again advertised and olfered

at public sale.

§ 5. And be itfurther enacted. That if any person,

now or hereafter, a resident of any one of the States or

Territories, and not a citizen of the United States, but
who at Uie time of making such application for the bene-
fit of this act, shall haoejileii a dtela.ration of inten-
tion, as required by the naturalization laws of the
United Stales, and shall have become a citizen of the
game before the issuing of the patent as provided for in

this act, such person shall be entitled to all the rights

conferred by this act.

§ 6. And be it further enacted, That no individual

shall be permitted to enter mere than one quarter-sec-
tion or fractional qutirter-section, and that in a compact
body ; but entries iiitiy be made at dill'ei eiit times, under
the provisions of this act ; and that the Secretary of the
Interior is. hereby required to prepare and issue, from
time to time, such rules and regulations, consistent with
this act, as shall be necessary and proper to carry its

provisions into ellect ; and that the registers and re-

ceivers of the several land offices shall be entitled to

receive, upon the filing of the first alhdavit, the sum of
60 cents each and a like sum upon the issuing of the
final certificate, iiut this shall not be construed to en-
large the maxiii.um of compensation now prescribed by
law for any register or receiver : Provided, That no-
thing in this act shall he so construed as to inijiair the
existing preemption, donation, or graduation laws, or to

embrace lands which have been reserved to be sold or
entered at the price of .$2 50 per acre ; but no entry,
under said {/raduation act, shall be aliou-ed u7itii

after proof (f actual stiilcmunt and cultivation or oc-

cupancy for at least three months, as provided for in

Sec. 3 of the said act.

§ 7. And be it further enacted, That each actual set-

tler upon lands of the United States, which have not been
olfered at public sale, upon filing his declaration or claim,

as now required by law, shall be entitled to two years
from the commencement of his occupation or settlement;
or, if the lands have not been surveyed, two years from
the receipt of the approved plat of such lands at the Dis-

trict Land Office, within which to complete the proofs of

his said claim, and to enter and pay for the laud so

claimed, at minimum price of such lands ; and where such
settlements have already been made in good faith, the

claimant shall be entitled to the said period of two years
from and after the date of this act; Provided, That no
claim of preemption shall be allowed for more than HO
acres, or one-quarter section of land, nor shall any such
claim be admitted under the provisions of this act, unless

there shall have been at least three months of actual and
continuous residence upon and cultivation of the land so

claimed from the date of settlement, and proof thereof
made according to law ; Provided further. That any
claimant under the pretjmption laws may take less than
160 acres by legal subdivisions ; Provided further. That
all persons who are pre'emptors, on the date of this act,

shall, upon the payment to the proper authority of 6'1-i

cents per acre, ifpaid within two yearsfrom tlie jjos-

sage of this act, be entitled to a patent from the Govern-
ment, as now provided by the existing preemption laws.

§ S. And be it further enacted. That the 5th section

of the act entitled " An act in addition to an act more
effectually to provide for the punishment of certain crimes
against the United States, and for other purposes," ap-

proved tlie 3d of March, in the year 1S57, shall e.\tend to

all oaths, affirmations, and affidavits required or author-
ized by this act.

§ y. And be it further enacted. That nothing in this

act shall be so construed as to prevent any person who
has availed him or herself of the benefit of the first section

of this act from paying the minimum price, or the price

to which the same may have graduated, for the tiuantity

of land so entered at any time after an actual settlement
of si.K months, and before the expiration of the five years,

and obtaining a patent therefor from the Government, jji

in other cases provided by law.

§ 10. And be it further enacted. That all lands lying

within the limits of a State which have been subject to

sale at private entry, and which remain unsold alter the

lapse of thirty years, shall be, and the same are hereby,
ceded to the State in which the same may be situated

;

Provided, These cessions shall in no way invalidate any
inceptive preemption right or location, or any entry under
this act, nor any sale or sales which may be maile by the

United States before the lands hereby ceded shall be cer-

tified to the State, as they are hereby required to be, uiuier

such regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary
of the Interior. And providedfurther. That no cessions

shall take iffect until after the States, by legislative act,

shall have assented to the same. •

On the 23d, the President returned tlio bill to

the Senate with his veto, as followu

:

THE HOMESTEAD BILL.

VETO mkssag:': of tue puksident.

To the Senate of the United States.

I return, with my objections, to t!ie Senate, in wnich
it originated, the bill entitled 'An act to secure Home-
steads to actual settlers on the public domain and for

other purposes," jiresented to me on the 20lh instant.
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This bill gives to every citizen of tlie United States,
" wlio is the head of a family," and to every person of
foreign birth residing in the country, who lias declared
his intention to become a citizen, though he may not be
the head of a family, the privilege of apjiropriating to

himself one hundred and sixty acres of Government
land, of settling and residing upon it for five j^ears ; and
should his residence continue until the end of this period,

he shall then receive a patent on the paj-ment of twenty-
five cents per acre, or one-fifth of the present Govern-
ment price. Dui'ing this jieriod, the land is protected
from all the debts of the settler.

This bill also contains a cession to the States of all the
public lands within their respective limits "which have
been subject to sale at private entry, and which remain
unsold after the lapse of thirty years." This provision
embraces a present donation to the States of twelve mil-

lions two hundred and twenty-nine thousand seven hun-
dred and thirty-one acres, and will, from time to time,

transfer to them large bodies of such lands which, from
peculiar circumstances, may not be absorbed by private
purchase and settlement.
To the actual settler, this bill does not make an abso-

lute donation ; but tlie price is so small that it can
scarcely be called a sale. It is nominally twenty-five
cents per acre; but considering this is not to be paid un-
til the end of five years, it is. In fact, reduced to about
eighteen cents per acre, or one-seventh of the present
minimum price of the public lands. In regard to the
States, it is an absolute and unqualified gift.

I. This slate of the facts raises the question whether
Congress, under the Constitution, has the power to give
away the public lands, either to Slates or individuals.

On this question, I expressed a decided opinion in my
message to the House of Kepresentalives, of the 24th
February, 1S59, returning the agricultural college bill.

This opinion remains unchanged. The argument then
used applies, as a constitutional objection, ivith the
greater force to the present bill. There it had the plea
of consideration, growing out of a specific beneficial pur-
pose ; here, it is an absolute gratuity to the State without
the pretext of consideration. I am compelled, for want
of time, in these last hours of the session, to quote
largely from this message.

I presume the general proposition will be admitted,
that Congi-ess does not possess the power to make do-
nations of money, already in the Treasury, raised by
taxes on the people, either to States or individuals.
But it is contended that the public lands are placed

upon a different footing from money raised by taxation,
and that the proceeds arising froiu their sale are not
subject to the limitations of the Constitution, but may
be appropriated or given away by Congress, at its own
discretion, to States, corporations, or individuals, for
any purpose they may deem expedient.
The advocates of this bill attempt to sustain their po-

sition upon the language of the second clause of the
third section of the fourth article of the Constitution,
which declares that "the Congress shall have power to

dispose of, and make all needful rules and regulations
."especting the territory or other property belonging to

the United States." They contend that, by a fair inter-

])retation of tlie words "dispose of" in this clause,
Congress possesses the power to make this gift of pub-
lic lands to the States forjjurposes of education.

It would require clear and strong evidence to induce
the belief that tlie framers of the Constitution, after
having limited the powers of Congress to certain, pre-
cise, and specific objects, intended, ijy employing the
words " dispose of," to give that body unlimited power
over the vast public domain. It would be a strange
anomaly indeed, to have created two funds, the one by
taxation, confined to the execution of the enumerated
powers delegated to Congress, anil the other from
the pubhc lands, applicable to all subjects, foreign and
domestic, which Congress might designate. That this

fund should be " disposed of," not to pay the debts of
the United States, nor " to raise and support armies,"
nor " to provide and maintain a navy," nor to accom-
plish any one of the other great objects enumerated in

the Constitution, but be diverted from them to pay the
debts of the States, to educate their people, and to

carry into effect any otlier measure of their domestic
policy—this would be to confer upon Congress a vast
and irresponsible authority, utterly at war with the
well-kuown jealousy of the Federal jiower which pre-
vailed at the formation of the Constitution. The na-
tural intendment would be that, as the Constitution
confined Congress to well-defined specific powers, tlie

funds placed at their command, whether in land or
money, should be appropriated to tlie performance of
the duties corresponding with these powers. If not, a
Uovernment has been created, with all its other powers

I
carefully limited, but without any limitation in respect

i
to the public lands.
But 1 cannot so read the words " disposed of" as to

make them embrace the idea of "giving away." The
true meaning of words is always to be ascertained by the
subject to wliich they are applied, and the known general
intent of the lawgiver. Congress is trustee under the
Constitution for the people of the United States to "die-
pose of" their public lands, and I think I may venture to
assert with confidence that no case can be found in which
a trustee in the jiosition of Congress has lieen authorized
to " clispofte of" property by its owner, where it has ever
been held that these words authorized sucli trustee to give
away the fund intrusted to his care. Ko trustee, when
called upon to account for the disposition of the property
placed under his management before any judicial tribu-
nal, would venture to present such a plea in his defense.
The true meaning of these words is clearly stated by
Chief Justice Taney in delivering the opinion of the Court
(19 Howard, p. 436). He says, in reference to this clause
of the Constitution, "It begins its enumeration of powera
by that of disposing; in other words, making sale of the
lands, or raising money from them, which, as we have al-

ready said, was the main object of the cession (from the
States), and which is the first thing provided for in the
article." It is unnecessary to refer to the history of the
times to establish the known fact that this statement of
the Chief Justice is perfectly well founded. That it never
was intended by the framers of the Constitution that these
lands should be given away by Congress is manifest from
the concluding portion of the same clause. By it. Con-
gress has power not only "to dispose of " the territory,

but of the " other property of the United States." In the
language of the Chief Justice (p. 437), " And the same
power of making needful rules respecting the territory is

in precisely the same language applied to the other pro-
perty of the United States, associating the power over the
territory, in this respect, with the power over movable or
personal property—that is, the ships, arms, or munitions
of war, which then belonged in common to the State sove-
reignties."

The question is still clearer In regard to the public lands
in the States and Territories within the Louisiana and
Florida purchases. These lands were paid for out of the
public Treasury from money raised by taxation. Now, if

Congress had no power to appropriate the money with
which these lands were purchased, is it not clear that the
power over the lands is equally limited ? The mere con-
version of this money into land could not confer upon
Congress new power over the disposition of land which
they had not possessed over money. If it could, then a
trustee, by changing the character of the fund intrusted

to his care for special objects from money into land, might
give the land away, or devote it to any purpose he thought
proper, however foreign from the trust. The inference is

irresistible that this land partakes of the very same cha-

racter with the money paid for it, and can be devoted to

no objects different from those to which the money could
have been devoted. If this were not the case, then, by
the purchase of a new Territory from a foreign govern-
ment out of the public Treasury, Congress could enlarge
their own powers, and appropriate the proceeds of the

sales of the land thus purchased, at their own discretion,

to other and far different objects from what they could
have applied the purchase money wliich had been raised

by taxation.

II. It will prove unequal and unjust in its operation
among the actual settlers themselves.
The first settlers of a new country are a most merito

rinus class. They brave the dangers of savage warfare,

suffer the privations of a frontier life, and, with the hand
of toil, bring the wilderness into cultivation. The " old

settlers," as they ai'e everywhere called, are public bene-
factors. This class have all paid for their lands, the

government price, or $1 25 per acre. They have con-

structed roads, established schools, and laid the founda-
tion of prosperous Commonwealths. Is it just, is it

equal, that, after they have accomplished all tliis by their

labor, new settlers should come in among tliem and re-

ceive their farms at the price of twenty-five or eighteen

cents per acre ? Surely the old settlers, as a class, are

entitled to at least equal benefits with the new. If you
give the new settlers their lands for a comparatively

nominal price, upon every principle of equality and
justice, you will be obliged to refund out of tlie common
Treasury the difference which the old have paid above
the new settlers for their land.

III. This bill will do great injustice to the old soldiers

who have received land warrants for their services in

fighting the battles of their country. It will greatly

reduce the market value of these warrants. Already
their value has sunk, for one hundred and sixty acre

warrants, to sixty-seven cents per acre, under an appre-
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hension that audi a measure as tliis might become a law.

^^hat price wolild they comiiiaiiii, wiien any heail of a
family may take posse:ssion of a quarter section of laml,

and not pay for it uniil tlie end of tive years, and then

at the rate of only twenty-live cents per acre? 'J'lie

magnitude of Uie interest to be affected will appear in the

IVict tliat there are out>tandiiig unsatisfied laud warrants
reaching back to tlie last war with great Britain, and
even Kevolutionary times, amounting in round numbers,
to seven and a half millions acres.

IV. This bill win prove unequal and unjust in its opera-

lion, because, from its nature, it is contined to one class

of our people. It is a boon expressly conferred upon the

cultivators of the soil. While it is cheerfully admitted

th;it these are the most numerous and ustful class of our
fellow-citizens, and eiiiinentiy deserve all the advantages
which our laws have already extended to them, yet there

should be no new legislation which would operate to the

injury or embarrassment of the large body of respectable

artisans and laborers. The mechanic who emigrates to

the West, and pursues his calling, must labor long before

he can purchase a quarter-section of land ; while the

tiller of the soil who accompanies him obtains a farm at

once by the bounty of the Government. The numerous
body of mechanics in our large cities cannot, even by
emigrating to the West, take advantage of the provisions

of this bill without entering upon a new occupation, for

which their habits of life have rendered them unfit.

V. This bill is unjust to the old States of the Union in

many respects ; and among these States, so far as the

public lands are concerned, we may enumerate every
State east of the Mississippi, with the exception of Wis-
consin and a portion of Jliuuesota.

It is r. common belief, within their limits, that the older

States of the Confederacy do not derive their propor-
tionate benefit from the public lands. This is not a just

opinion. It is doubtful whether they could be rendered
more beneficial to these States under any other system
than that which at present exists. Their proceeds go into

the common Treasury to accomplish the objects of the

Government, and in this manner all the States are bene-
fited in just proportion. But to give this common inherit-

ance away would deprive the old States of their just

proportion of this revenue, without holding out any, the

least, corresponding advantage. While it is our common
glory that the new States have become so prosperous and
l>opuIou3, there is no good reason why the old States

anould offer premiums to their own citizens to emigrate
from them to the West. That land of promise presents in

itself sufficient allurements to our j'ouug and enterprising

citizens, without any adventitious aid. The offer of free

farms would probably have a powerful effect in encourag-
ing emigration, especially from States like Illinois, Ten-
nessee, and Kentucky, to the west of the Mississippi, and
could not fail to reduce the price of property within their

limits. An individual in States thus situated would not
pay its fair value for land when, by crossing the Mississip-

pi, he could go upon the public lands, and obtain a farm
almost without money and without price.

VI. This bill will open one vast field for speculation.
Men will not pay •$! 25 for lands, when they can pur-
chase them for one-tifth of that price. Large numbers of

actual settlers will be carried out by capitaUsts upon
agreements to give them half of the land for the improve-
ment of the other half. This cannot be avoided. Secret
agreements of this kind will be nuiiierous. In the entry
of graduated lands, the experience of the Land Office
justifies this objection.

VII. We ought ever to maintain the most perfect
eq,uaUty between native and naturalized citizens. They
are equal, and ought always to remain equal, before the
laws. Our laws welcome foreigners to our shores, and
their rights will ever be respected. While these are the
sentiments on which I have acted through life, it is not,

in my opinion, expedient to proclaim to all the nations of

the earth that whoever shall arrive in this country from
a foreign shore, and declare his intention to become a
citizen, shall receive a farm of 100 acres, at a cost of 25
or 20 cents per acre, if he will only reside on it and culti-

vate it. The invitation extends to all ; and if this bill

becomes a law, we may have numerous actual settlers

from China, and other Eastern nations, enjoying its bene-
fits on the great Pacific slope. The bill makes a distinc-

tion in favor of such persons over native and naturalized
citjizens. When applied to such citizens, it is confined to
such as are the heads of families ; but when applicable to
persons of foreign birth recently arrived ou our shores,
there is no such restriction. Such persons need not be
the heads of families, pi>ovided they have filed a declara-
tion of intention to become citizens. Perhaps this dis-

tinction was an inadvertence ; but, it is, nevertheless, a
part of the bill.

VIU. The bill creates an unjust distinction between
persons claiming ihe benefit of the preemption laws.
While it reduces the price of the land to existing pretHi|i-
tors to C2i cents per acre, and gives them a credit on tlii3

sum for two years from the present date, no matter how
long they may have hitherto enjoyed the land, fulme
preemptors will be compelled to jiay double this price
jier acre. There is no reason or justice in this discrimi-
nation.

IX. The effect of this bill on the public revenue must
be apparent to all. Should it become a law, the reduc-
tion of the price of lands to actual settlers to 25 cents
per acre with a credit of five years, and the reduction of
its price to existing preemptors to C2i cents per acre,
witli a credit of two years will so diminish the sale of
other public lands as to render the expectation of future
revenue from that source beyond the expenses of survey
and management illusory. The Secretary of the Intericir
estimated the revenue from the public lands for the next
fiscal year at $4,000,000 on the presumption that the
jiresent land system would remain unchanged. Should
this bill become a law, he does not believe that $l,000,iiOO
will be derived from this source.

This bill lays the ax at the root of our present admirable
land system. The public land is an inheritance of vast
value to us and to our descendants. It is a resource to
which we can resort in the hour of difficulty and danger.
It has been managed heretofore with the greatest wisdom,
under existing laws. In this management, the rights of
actual settlers have been conciliated with the interests
of the Government. The price to all has been reduced
from $2 per acre to $1 25 for fresh lands, and the claims
of actual settlers have been secured by our preemi)tiou
laws. Any man can now acquire a title in fee-siniiile to
a homestead of SO acres, at the minimum price of $1 25
per acre for $100. Should the jiresent system remain,
we shall derive a revenue from the public lands of

$10,000,000 per annum, when the bounty land warrant.i
are satisfied, without oppression to any human being.
In the time of war, when all other sources of revenue ai e
seriously impaired, this will remain intact. It may be-
come the best security for public loans hereafter, in
times of difficulty and danger, as it has been heretofore.
Why should we impair or destroy this system at the jiie-

sent moment? What necessity exists for it?
The people of the United States have advanced with

steady but rapid strides to their present condition of
power and prosperity. They have been guided in their
progress by the fixed principle of protecting the equal
rights of all, \vhether they be rich or poor. No agi arian
sentiment has ever prevailed among them. The honest
poor man, by frugality and industry can, in any part of
our country, acquire a competence for himself and his
family, and in doing this he feels that he eats the bread
of independence. He desiies no charity, either from the
government or from his neighbors. T his bill,which proposes
to give him land at an almost nominal price, out of the
property of the government, will go far to demoralize
the people, and repress this noble spirit of independence.
It may introduce among us those pernicious social
theories which have proved so disastrous in other coun-
tries. J.MiKS Buchanan.
Washington, June 22, 1860.

In the Sen.ate the question, Shall this bill

pass notwithstanding the objections of the Pre-
sident ? was put and lost, as follows :

Ykas—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Chandle;-, Clark,
Doolittle, Uurkee, Fessenden, Fitfh, Foot, Foster, Givin,
Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, King, Lane, Latham, yie/ivl.suti,,

I'vlk, I'ligh, liice, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trum-
bull, Wade, Wilkinson, and M'ilson.

Republleans in Roman, 19; Democrats in

Italics, 9. Total, 28.

Nays—Messrs. Bragg, Chesnut, Crittenden, Davis,
Fitzpatrick, Green, Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, JohnsoQ
(Tenn.), Johnson (Ark.), Mallory, Mason, I'earce, I'owell,

Sebastian, Wigfall, Yulee-—IS.

All from the South, and all Democrats, ex-

cept Mr. Crittenden (Am.), of Kentucky.
Several Senators were paired, which accounts
for the light vote. So the bill failed, not hav-
ing received the requisite two-thirds vote neces-
sary to pass it over the Executive Veto.

13
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DEMOCRATIC PLATFORM,

ADOPTED BY THE UNITED STATES SENATE.

On the first of March, 186<i, Mr. Davis, of

Mississippi, submitted to the SeiiiUv. the follow-

ing Resoluiions

:

1. Resolved., that in the adoption of the Federal Con-

itiVution, the States adopting the same acted severally

as free and independent sovereignties, delegating a por-

tion of their powers to be exercised by tlie Federal (iov-

ernment for the increased security of each against

dangers, domestic as well as foreign; and that any in-

termeddling by any one or more States, or by a combi-

nation of their citizens, with the domestic institutions of

the others, on any pretext whatever, political, moral,

or religious, with a view to their disturbance or subver-

sion, is in violation of the Constitution, insulting to the

States so interfered with, endangers their domestic peace

and tranquillity—objects for which the Constitution was
formed— and by necessary consequence, tends towealien

and destroy the Union itself.

2. ReHolved, That negro Slavery, as it exists in fifteen

States of this Union, composes an important portion of

their domestic institutions, inherited from their ances-

tors, and existing at the adoption of the Constitution, by

which it is recognized as constituting an important ele-

ment in the apportionment of powers among the States;

and that no change of opinion or feeling on the part of

the non-9iaveholding States of the Union, in relation to

this institution, can justify them, or their citizens, in

open or covert attacks thereon,with a view to its over-

throw ; and that all such attacks are in manifest viola-

tion of tlie mutual and solemn pledge to protect and de-

fend each other, given by the States respectively on en-

tering into the constitutional compact which formed the

Union, and are a manifest breach of faith, and a viola-

tion of the most solemn obligations.

3. Resolved, That the Union of these States rests on

the equality of rights and privileges among its mem-
bers ; and that it is especially the duty of the Senate,

which represents the States in their sovereign capacity,

to resist all attempts to discriminate either in relation

to persons or property in the Territories, which are the

common possessions of the United States, so as to give

advantages to the citizens of one State which are not

equally assured to those of every other State.

4. Resolved, That neither Congress nor a Territorial

1 egislature, whether by direct legislation or legislation

of an indirect and unfriendly character, possess power
to annul or impair the constitutional right of any citizen

of the United States to take his slave property into the

common Territories, and there hold and enjoy the same
while the Territorial condition remains.

6. Resolved, That if experience should at any time

prove that the judicial and executive authority do not

possess means to insure adequate protection to consti-

tutional rights in a Territory, and if the Territorial Gov-
ernment should fail or refuse to provide the necessary

remedies for that purpose, it will be the duty of Congress

to supply such deficiency.

6. Resolved, That the inhabitants of a Territory of

the United States, when they rightfully form a con-

Btitution to be admitted as a State into the Union, may
then, for the first time, like the people of a State when
forming a new Constitution, decide for themselves

whether Slavery, as a domestic institution, shall be
maintained or prohibited within their jurisdiction ; and
" they shall be received into the Union with or without

Slaverj', as their Constitution may prescribe at the time

of their admission."
7. Resolved, That the provision of the Constitu-

tion for the rendition of fugitives from service or labor,

without the adoption of which the Union could not have
been formed, and that the laws of 1793 and 1850, which
were enacted to secure its execution, and the main fea-

tures of which, being similar, bear the impress of nearly

seventy years of sanction by the highest judicial author-

ity, should be honestly and faithfully observed and
maintained by all who enjoy the benefits of our com-
pact of Union; and that all acts of individuals or of

ttate Legislatures to defeat the purpose or nullify tl>e

requirements of that provision, and the laws made in

pursuance of it, are hostile in character, subversive of

the Constitution, and revolutionary in their effect.

On the 8th May following;, Mr. Clingman, of

North Carolina, addressed the Senate at length

on these resolutions, maintaining the position

tiiat the Constitution does guarantee the right

of holding slaVcs in the Territories of the Uni-

ted States, but that the enforcing of tliat right.

by Congressional action, was inexpedient, and
would be of no practical value to the Slave

States ; also, that the South waived that right

in agreeing to the Compromises of 185() and the

Kansas-Nebraska Act (repeal of the Missouri

Compromise) of 1854. Mr. C. also reviewed
I he proceedings of the National Convention at

Charleston, and concluded as follows:

Entertaining these views, I have been disposed to ab-
stain as much as possible from the discussion of these

questions, and I really hope that we shall not press them.
1 think no advantage can grow out of it. 1 greatly fear

that 1 have occupied more of the valuable time of the
Senate than I intended. I felt, however, that from me, in

my position, some explanation was necessary. I think

that the gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber have
given us a platform already. We shall have to fight

them ; we had better make up our minds to go into tha

contest, and meet them on the great issue they tender us.

In ten days, we shall probably have their declaration of

war from Chicago, and the clash of arms will commence
very soon. It is time for us to close our ranks. I am
ready to fight under any Hag and any standard-bearer

that may be given us. 1 can adopt any of those platforms

that were presented at Charleston. I leave all that to

our political friends assembled in convention. I know
that they will present a platform, and present a man less

objectionable to me than the candidate on the other side.

I regard them as the deadly political enemies of my sec-

tion ; as the enemies of the Constitution of the United
States. I want to embark in the contest and fight them
with closed and serried ranks on our side. I have spoken
only in behalf of the Democratic party, of the Constitu-

tion, and the country.

MR. BENJAMIN ON POPULAR SOVEREIGNTY.

Senator Benjamin, of Louisiana, followed

:

Mr. Kenjamin.—Mr. President, I had no intention of

joining in this debate, or of uttering one word on the re-

solutions now before the Senate ; but, sir, I have listened

with intense surprise to what Ijas fallen from the Senator

from North Carolina this morning, and I cannot remain

quiescent and by silence appear to give consent to what
he has said in relation to llie action of certain Southern

delegates in the recent Convention at Charleston.

The Senator from North Carolina thinks that political

races can best be run without the load of principles. The
Senator from North Carolina thinks that the best way to

gel success in a political contest is not to botlier yourself

with the baggage of principle, but let your candidate run

with nothing on his back, anu probably in that way he

riiav run the faster and reach the goal the sooner. And
again, the honorable St-nator thinks that, because the

Cincinnati platform was acceptable to the whole Demo-
cracy in 1666, there is and can be no reason why De-

mocrats who stood on that platform at that time should

be dissatisfied with it now.
Mr. President, let us look a little back, behind 1866, in

relation to that platform, and to the living issue on which

we are separated as regards that platform. We all re-

member, sir—no man can forget— that, in the exciting

contest which took place on the Kansas-Nebraska bill,

those who were the firmest supporters of the bill differed

in principle on that one point which now threatens to di-

vide the Democratic parly. They differed openly ; they

avowed their differences ; they provided for the final

settlement of those differences. Sir, wlien V>6 met in
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eaitciis, under tk« lead of the honorable Senator from
lUinoU, who iniroduce<l the Kansas-Nebraska bill, it

wasfound ih^i the Democratsfrom tJie North and the

Democrats from theSoiUh could not agree in, princi-
ple. The Dernocrais from the South then took the posi-

tion thai ihe Constitution of the United Slates was plain

and clear. The eights of the people of the South were
filueed upon that instrument. I agree with the Senator
from Mississippi (.Mr. Davis) that we have nothing to do
in this controversy with natural riglits or natural princi-

ples. Those rights and those principles, which lie at the

foundation of social organization and civil government,
were proper subjects of examination and consideration
with the Withers. They did take them into consideration.

They decided them. They have given us a chart by
which now we are bound all to direi.t our course ; and that

chart is the Constitution of our country. Resting the

rights of the Sout'i upon that Constitution, when the dis-

cussions arose upon the Kansas-Nebraska bill, the Sena-
tors from the South who met in caucus, or in convention,
or in primary meeting, if you choose so to say, all agreed,
without a dissenting voice, that, by the true construction
of the Constitution of the United States, the Territories

belonging to the United States were the common [iro-

perty of all ; that each State had equal rights in those
Territories; that amongst those rights was the right of

the citizens of the different States to emigrate to those

Territiories with their property of every nature and kind
;

and, when there, we contended that there was no power
under heaven that could drive us out of those Terrrtories,

or deprive us therein of the protection of the Constitution

and the laws, until the people of the Territory should
make a constitution and form a State.

Tiie Senator from Illinois did not agree with us in

that. He has been consistent. The Senator from Illi-

nois held that there was a power in the people of a
Territory; he believed in Popular Sovereignty; he be-

lieved in soiue inherent right in the people when assem-
bled, even in the original inchoate shape in which they
come as emigrants to the Territories, to pass laws to

govern themselves ; to mold their own Institutions, as he
phrased it, and included in that power the right to act

against Slavery. We could not agree. Morning after

morning we met for the purpose of coming to some
understanding upon that very point ; and it was finally

understood by all, agreed to by all, made the basis of a
compromise by ail the supporters of that bill, that the

Territories should be organized with a delegation by Con-
gress of all the power of Congress in the Territories, and
t.iat the extent of the power of Congress should be deter-

mined by tile courts. Firm in our belief of our rights,

couscious ttiat in the Constitution we had guaranty
enougii; knowing that it was impossible for a judicial tri-

bunal to make other than one decision, we said that we
would stand by that decision when made ; and if it

should be determined by the Supreme Court of the
United States that there was a power in this Government
to deprive the people of the South of their fair share of

the common Territories of the Union, if that power in this

Government existed in Congress, and if Congress dele-

gated all Its power to the Territories, we would stand by
the decision and agree that we asserted a right that found
no Warrant in the Constitution ; and, on the other hand,
our brother Democrats of the North, and the Senator
from Illinois at their head, agreed that if the Supreme
Court of the United States should determine that the Con-
gress of the United States had no power to interfere

with Southern rights in the Territories, if, consequently,

we had had not the power that we could delegate at all,

then the Democrats of the North would join us in showing
respect and obedience to that decision, and stand with
us on the principle that we advocated as the true one.

None of us supposed at the time that the decision would
come so quick. None of us knew of the e.vistence of a
controversy then pending in the federal courts that

would lead almost immediately to tlie deci-ion of tiiat

question. We provided in the Kansas act itself ; we in-

troduced an express clause having for its avowed object

to bring that question before the courts for decision.

Well, sir, the question did come before the courts, and
the Supreme Court of the United States, in the decision in

the Dred Scott case, has determined—gentlemen say it is

no decision—as doctrine, or as opinion, or in some way has
declared that the Congress of the United States has no
power so to legislate as to destroy the rigiits of the people of

the South in their slave property in the Territories, and the

judges have said as a proposition, so clear that it required
no argument, that the Congress possessing no such power,
it was plain that it could give none to the Territorial Legisla-

ture. I do not understand that the gentlemen from the North,
the members of the Democratic party, controvert that.

But at a time when we supposed that we all at length

itood upon one coauxon platform ; that we bad at last a

guide and a pole star by which the Democratic jiarty con!:'

guide the ship of State, a -sudden and alarming heresy
sprung up in the North, and something was said about the
right of the I/Cgislature of the Territories not to ilestroy
Slavery ; not to abolish it ; not to confiscate by direct le-

gblation the rights of the citizens of the South who might
find themselves in the Territories with their property, but,
by a side blow, by indirection, and by failure to perform
duty, by " unfriendly legislation," to do that which consti-
tutionally they bad no power to do by any direct etfortof
legislative will. Now, sir, the Clncinniti platform, with
which the gentleman from North Carolina seems to be so
much in love, and which he thinks is sutlicient for tl.e con-
stitutional rights of the South, would be sullicient for that
purpose, is sufficient for that purpose properly construed

,

but when the delegates of a great party, assembled to-

gether from all portions of the Confederacy, recently met,
and the proposition was made to them to adopt the Cin-
cinnati platform, it was made under what circumstances,
and with what view? It teas 7nude with a A-nmr/e-rlffe

of evert/ man in, that Convention that two distinctly
opposite interpretations icere put upon thai platform—one at the South, ami the other at ihe North.

Mr. Clingraan.—The Senator will allow me to ask him if

these two opinions were not upon whether a Territorial Le-
gislature could legislate for or against Slavery ? Are those
the opinions to which he refers ?

Mr. Benjamin.—The opposite constructions are put in
several points. One point is, whether the Territorial Le-
gislature has a right to abolish Slavery in the Territories
or not, before forming a State Constitution ; and another
is, whether or not it Ls the duty of the Federal Government
to protect the rights of the people of the South in the Ter-
ritories. Upon those two points opposite interpretations
and opposite principles exist, and were developed in the
Charleston Convention.
Mr. Clingmau.—I will answer the gentleman when he is

through.
Mr. Pugh.—Do I understand the gentleman to say that

every member of the Convention agreed that the platform
hdd received two interpretations, or that it was susceptible
of it?

Mr. Benjamin.

—

JTuTidsrstand that opposite interpre-
tations were plainly and openly given to thai platjonn
in Convention, by men whose good faith no man has
ever yet disputed to my knoicledge.

Mr. Pugh.— I do not think that was the ground of the
difference of opinion at all. I said there never were two
interpretations that could be fairly given to it; that the
platform purposely, in the language of the Senator from
North Carolina, referred that question to judicial tribu-

nals; that the difference of opinion arose upon the judicial
question; it did not arise upon the platform; and that
consequently it was a false accusation. I say that cer-
tainly in no unkind spirit to the Senator ; but I say the
platform is not susceptible of two interpretations; that it

referred a controversy to arbitration. There might be a
difference of opinion as to the particular arbitration of it,

but there was none as to the terms of submission.
Mr. Benjamin.—I read, Mr. President, with as much

attention as I was capable of, everything that occurred in

that convention, and I saw the statement over and over
again made in the convention, and not controverted, that
different opinions were put upon that platform in different
parts of the country.

Mr. Pugh.—I certainly controverted it for one. I do
not recollect who else may have stated it. It may have
been repeated a great many times ; but I did controvert it.

Mr. Benjamin.—Now, sir, I say, in relation to that Cin-
cinnati platform, which the Senator from North Carolina
seems to think ought to have amply sufficed the South, and
to have sufficed the Democratic party, these two opposite
interpretations were known to be, intended to be given to

it. Further, I say tliis : I say it was avowed at Charleston,
over and over again, that if a construction was given to

that platform by which it should be clearly stated that the
people of the South were entitled to have their sl«ves pro-
tected in the Territories against any direct interference,
either by Congressional or Territorial legislation ; if that
was avowed ; if tlie doctrine of the party was asserted to

be that the Legislature of the Territory, whilst a Territory
existed in its inchoate organization, had no right to inter-

fere with Slavery, then it was said, again and again, that
no northern State could be carried upon that ground.

.Mr. Clingman.—On the question as to whether a Terri-

torial Legislature could legislate against Slavery or for it,

I ask the Senator whether that would not necessarily
be a question which a cturt must determine ; that if the
Legislature legislated or acted in any way, could we, by
our opinions, settle it ; or is it not, from necessity, a ju li

cial question ?

Mr. Benjamin.—The Senator w directing me entirely
out of the line of my argiunent. I must beg him to allow
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me to proceed in my line. That is not at all what I am
]

at. It has no reference at all to my line of argument.
I say th>< : I say tliat distinctly opposite interpreta-

tations, or tiistincily opposite principles, if you choose, in
|

relation ti> Southern rights under the Constitution, were
avowed at Cliarleston, l)y men professing all tro be bemo-
crats ; and that, in my judsinent, it is a branii upon the
good faith of tlie Democratic party, it is an imputation
upon tlieir lionor, it is unworthy of them, and unworthy
of us hU, tliat we should go before the people of this

country and ask their votes In favor of one party or an-
other, witli tlie avowed purpose of presenting opposite
interpretations or opposite sets of principles in the two
sections of the Confederacy, as being the principles of a
common party, and forming a common party creed. I

say that 1 will never be a party to any such contest as
that. If I go into an electoral contest, 1 want to know
the principles of the party with which I act, and I want,
before tlie people of my State, before the people of tlie

country, to declare those principles, to stand by them, to

find them written in letters of light, so that no man can
dare misconstrue them, and by them to stand, and with
them, if need be, fall.

That I understand to have been the position of the dele-

gation of Louisiana at Charleston, Taking that position,

determineil that they would not palter to public preju-
dices by using words in any double sense; that all they
did and all they said must go forth to the country inca-
pable of misconstruction ; when they found it impossible
to have the principles upon which alone they could go
into the Presidential contest, stated thus clearly and thus
plainly, they withdrew, rightly withdrew, honorably with-

drew. I applaud them ; I approve them ; I stand by
them. I think they did as became high-minded and hon-
orable citizens. I think the State will show itself grateful

to them for their act

Now, the honorable Senator says he is willing to go
with Democrats upon almost any platform ; that almost
any one that we can elect would be i)referable to the ad-
versiri>-s against whom we are to be opposed.

Mr. Ciinginan.—I said any of those proposed. I alluded
to those proposed in the Convention.

Mr. Uenjamin.—I suppose so. Now, Mr. President, I

am not willing to go for any man, I do not care whether
his name has been proposed or not, who is not willing to

stand upon a platform of principle, of constitutional prin-

ciple. I am willing to go for any man, whether named
or not, who will pledge his honor to stand faithfully and
squarely upon a platform of sound principles ; and when
a platform of sound constitutional principles shall be
adopted by a Democratic Convention, satisfactory to me,
with my views of constitutional right, and satisfactory to

my people—principles satisfactory to my people, I say
;

I care not for men—then you may put upon that platform
any man who can stand upon it honorably, and I will

vote for him ; I will maintain him ; I will canvass my
State in his behalf; I will spend all my time and all my
breath in his cause, wherever, whenever, and however, I

may be asked by his friends. That far, sir, I am willing

to g6 ; but I have no stomach for a fight in which I am to

have my choice between a man who denies me all my
rights openly and fairly and a man who admits my rights

but intends to filch them. I have no choice tiiere.

BENJAMIN OX DOUGLAS.

After Mr. Douglas's fantous speech of May 15th

and 16th, on these resolutions, Mr. Benjamin
addressed the Senate again, speaking of Mr.

Douglas as follows

:

Mr. Benjamm said, when we inet here in December,
the public mind was greatly disturbed by tlte irruption of

a band of fanatics into a State of the Union, with the
avowed intent to liberate the slaves. A large number of
resolutions have been offered, all relating to the relation

of Bie General Government to Slavery in the States and
Territori^. The large number and variety of these re-

solutions, required that those who professed to belonging
to the same party should meet, in order to harmonize
and act in concert. A meeting of Democratic Senators
was therefore held to accomplish this purpose. The
Senator from Illinois, in a speech occupying two days,
had presented the extraordinary spectacle of advocating
his own claims to the Presidency, and denouncing those
who had dared to express their views on subjects before
the Senate. The Senator from Illinois assumed that he
was the embodiment of the Demociatic party, and that
all who opposed him were rebels. He arraigned other
Senators, and charged them and the representatives of
seventeen States at Charleston as being on the high road
to disunion. After having thus assailed everybody, he
announced that he had only spoken in, self-defense, and
with princely magnanimity agreed t» forgive those who.

as he said, had erred f.^re through ignorance than de-
sign. Mr. Benjamin then defended the Democratic Sena-
tors from the charge of having undertaken to dictate to
the Charleston Convention what sort of platform it

should make. AVhen the Kansas bill was before the
Senate, the Senator from Illinois called a caucus o(
Democratic Senators every morning to decide on then-
action for the day. The late Senatorial caucus had dona
no more than that. Yet for this it had been charged
with seeking to diminish the Senator's chance for succes.s.
Mr. Benjamin next examined Mr. Douglas's chaige tliat

sevepteen Democratic Slates had adopted a platfo.in
looking to the dissolution of the Union, and had placet!
themselves under the lead of Mr. Yancey, an avowed
disunionist. His State had vcted for that platform, and
he should vote for the Senate resolutions, and he denied
that the Senator from Illinois had correctly stated the
meaning of either. Nobody here wanted to make a slave
code, a slang term which Mr. Douglas had picked up
from the Republicans, nor to force Slavery on an un-
willing people. The attacks upon the Democratic Sena-
tors were wanton and unprovoked, and he should repel
them. The Senator had defended his consistency ;it

great length, which was not the is^ue between them.
The issue was that the Senator from Illinois had made a
bargain and had violated it. To prove this he should
not go further back than»1857, up to which time the Sena-
tor from Illinois was looked upon by the Democratic
party with pride and favor. Why was it that a Senator
who had thus been treated with favor should now be
separated from his former associates ? That he had
passed over in his speech, and he (Benjamin) would sup-
ply the deficiency.

Mr. Benjamin then went into a history of the Kan.^as
act, pointing out the differences between Democrats and
Republicans and Douglas Democrats. At that time
the Democrats being unable to agree as to the povVer of
the people of the Territories, it was agreed to refer the
subject to the Courts and to abide by the decision. He
never had attacked the Senator's consistency. It was his
consistency that constituted his great crime—adhering
still to views which he had agreed to abandon when the
Court decided the question, and which the Court had
decided against him. This he charged was bad faith. The
Senator no longer worshipped at the Democratic shrine
but had wandered forth after strange gods. The Senator
from Illinois had admitted that he made this bargain, and
yet he had been engaged since 1S57 in trying to explain
away, in conjunction with the Republicans, the decision
of the Court, and to render it useless in case it should be
affirmed. He quoted from the Dred Scott decision to show
that the principle of right to slave property in the 3'er-

ritories was decided by it. On this point he argued at
great length to show that Congress had full power over
the Territories wuhio the limits of its constitutional
power; that the Constitution forbid the prohibition bf
Slavery in the Territories by Congress ; and as the Territo-
rial Government derived all its powers from Congress, the
Territorial Legislature could not do more than Congress
could. No sooner was this decision made than it was
attacked by the Republicans, and the Chief-Justice
assailed as having colluded with the President of the
United States. The Senator from Illinois got over his bar-
gain by saying that he did not agree to abide by the

decision in the Dred Scott case ; but when the case was
carried up from the Territorial Courts to the Supreme
Court, he would obey that. This was an afterthouglit,

first announced in the canvass of ISSS, when pres3e<l by
Mr. Lincoln for a seat in the Senate. To save himself
from defeat, he introduced his theory as to the power of

the people in the Territories. [Mr. Benjamin then read
from the discussions between Messrs. Lincoln and Douglas
to show that the former was much more candid in his ans-
wers than the latter, and he confessed he was not such an
ultra Anti-Slavery man as he supposed.] Mr. Douglas
told us here that he would abide the decision of the Court,

but at home he turns his back on his promise, repudiates

tiis words, and tells his people that he has so arranged the

Kansas bill that in spite of the decision the people of the

Territories can keep slaves out. To be twice deceived
by the same man would be to make them dupes and fools.

Even Mr. Lincoln was shocked at his profligacy, and
charged him with bad faith. The election came off, and
though Mr. Douglas was successful by the arrangement
of the Legislative Districts, Mr. Lincoln beat him4,0Ul>on
the popular vote. [Mr.^Benjamin next read from Mr.
Douglas's Harper's Magazine article, to show that he had
absolutely copied Mr. Lincoln's arguments of 1858, and
claimed them as discoveries of his own. Mr. Benja-

min warned Mr. Douglas that the tendencies of his doc-

trines were to drive him back, step Viy step, to the Black

i Republican camp.] We already find him using theargu-
I ments and quoting the language of the RepublicBn parly.
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On the 24th May, the vote was taken on the

first of Mr. Davis's series of resolutions, which
was adopted, 36 to 19, the j'cas being all De-
mocrats, except Messrs. Crittenden, of K\'., and
Kennedy, of Md., Americans. The nays were
all Ilepuhlicans. The second resolution was
then read, when Mr. Harlan (Rep., of Iowa)

offered to add the following as an amendment:

But the free discussion of tlie morality and expediency
of Slavery sliuuld never be interfered with by tlie laws of

any State, or of the Ujiited Slates; and the freedom of

tpeech and of the press, on tliis and every other subject

of domestic and national policy, should be maintaiued in-

violate to all the States,

This amendment was rejected, 20 to 36, as fol-

lows :

Ybas.—Messrs. Bingham, Chandler, Clark, CoUamer,
Dixon, Doolinle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale,
Hamlin, HarUu, King, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Kyck,
Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—2il.

Nays.—Messrs. Benjamin, Bigler, Bracrg, Bright, Brown,
Cliesnut, Clay, Clingiuan, Crittenden, Davis, Fitzpatrick,

Green, Gwin, Hammond, Hemphill, Hunter, Iversoii,

Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy,
Lane. Latham, Maliory, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, PolK.

Powell, Pugh, Kice, Sebastian, Slidell, Tiiomson, Toombs,
Wigfall, and Yulee—36.

Yeas all Republicans ; nays all Democrats, ex-

cept Crittenden and Kennedy, Americans.
The "second resolution was then adopted, 36 to

20, the vote being exactly the reverse of that on
Mr. Harlan's amendment.
The third resolution of the series was adopted,

36 to 18, as follows:

Ykas.—Messrs. Benjamin, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Brown,
Chesnut, Clay, Clingman, Crittenden, Davis, Fiizpatnck,
Green, Gwin, Hammond, Henipliiii, Hunter, Iversun,
Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy,
Lane, Latliani, Maliory, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk,
Powell, Pugh, Eice, Sebastian, Slidell, Thomson, Toombs,
Wigfall, and Yulee—o6.

Nats.— Messrs. Bingham, Chandler, Clark, Collamer,
Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale,» Hamlin,
Harlan, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade,
and Wilson—18.

Yeas all Democrats, except Crittenden and
Kennedy ; nays all Republicans.
The fourth resolution was adopted, 35 to 21,

the negatives being all Republicans, except Mr.

Pugh, Diem., of Ohio.

. Mr. Clingman offered an amendment, in the

form of the following resolution, to follow the

4th of Mr. Davis's scries :

Resolved, That the exi ting condition of the Territories

of the U.nited States does not require the intervention of

Congress for the protect icm of property in slaves.

The amendment was debated at considerable

length ; but, without Uiking the question, the

Senate adjourned.
On the following day, the amendment was

adopted, 26 to 23, as follows

:

Yeas.—Messrs. Bigler, Bingham, Bragg, Chandler,
Clark, Clingman, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle,

Foot, Grimes, Hale, Hamlin, Harl m, Johnson of Tennes-
see, Kennedy, Latiiam, Polk, Pugh, Simmons, Ten Eyck,
Toombs, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—26.
Nays.—Messrs. Benjamin, Bright, Brown, Chesnut,

Clay, Davis, Fitzpatrick, Green, Hammond, Hunter, Iver-

son. Lane, Maliory, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Powell,

Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, Slidell, Wigfall, and Yulee^
23.

Yeas all Republicans, except Messrs, Bigler»

Bragg, Clingman, Crittenden, Johnson (Tenn.),

Kennedy, Latham, Polk, Pugh, and Toombs;
JSays all Democrats.

The fifth resolution of the series was then

adopted, 35 to 2, Hamlin and Trumbull, the

Yeas being all Democrats, except Crittenden and
Kennedy. The seventh and last of the series

was then adopted, 36 to 6, Mr. Ten Eyck, Rep.,

of Xew Jersey, voting Yea

JUDGE BATES'S PLATFORM.
IMPORTANT CORRESPONDENCE.

LETTER FROM, JUDGE BATES ON THE POLITICAL QIESTIOXS OK THE DAT.

St. Louis, March, 1S60.
The Hon. Edwahd Batks—Sir: As you may have

learned from the public prints, the Republicans of Missouri
met in Convention, in this city, on Saturday, the 10th in-

stant, to make a declaration of their principles, elect dele-

gates to the National Republican Convention, and com-
plete a State organization. All of this the Convention ex-
ecuted, in a manner wholly satisfactory to it« members.
It also commended you, by resolution, to the National Re-
publican party, as one well worthy to be the standard-
bearer of that party in the coming Presidential election.

This fact the undersigned have pride a-nd pleasure in com-
municating to you, knowing that throughout j-our life you
have carried out, as far as a private citizen might, the
gentiments contained in the resolutions adopted on Satur-
day, and a copy of which we inclose. But as you have
voluntarily remained in private life for many years, your
political opinions are consequently not so well understood
by the Republican party at large as by the Rei*iblicans
of MissourL

Inasmucii as the delegation from this State to the Chi-
cago Convention intend to present your name to that body
as a candidate for the Presidency, we, in common with
many other Republicans of Missouri, desire to procure
from you an exposition of your views on the engrossing
political questions of the time. 'Ve hope that notwith-
standing your wvU-knoren relucta ice to appear before the
public in the li^lit of a Pre^Jcntial aspirant, yoa will not

refuss to answer the following interrogatories, which, in
our judgment, involve all the issues pending between the
two political parties of the country.

l.st. Xrp you oppo.sed to the extension of Slavery ?

2J. Does ihe t'onstiiuiiou of the Lniied States tarry Slavery
into the Terriiories, and, as subsidiary to this, wliat is the
legal ellV'ci of tin-, decision of the Supreme Court iu the Dred
Scolt case f

3d. .\re you in favor of the colonization of the free colored
population in Central America?

4ih. Do you ri-coguize any inequality of rights among citi-

zens of the United States, and do you "hold that it is the duty
of the Federal Ciovernmenl to protect American citizens at
home and aliroad in the enjoyment of all their coustitulioual
and legal rights, privileges, and immuniliea t

5;h. Are you In favor of the construction of a railroad from
the Valley of the Mis.sl$sippi to the Pacific Ocean, under ths
auspices of the General Government?

6th. Are you iu favor of the measure known as the Home-
stead bill?

7ih. Are you in favor of the Immediate admission of Kansas,
npdf r the ConsUiuUon adopted at WyanJol?

Y'ours, respectfully, etc.,

Peter L. Fnv, Chas L. Bkrsats.
Hesry T. Buiw, Jso. M. Richardson,
F. A. Dick, 0. D. Fii.i.i;y,

Stkphen Hott, Wm. .McKkk,
G. W. F'.suiiACK, Barto.n Aelv,

J. B. SiTTON.
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RESPONSE OF JUPGE BATES.

St. Louis, March 17, I860.
To Messrs. P. I,. For, Editor of The Missouri Demonat ; Ilr.
Beu> AYS, Editor ot the Anzi-iijer ; and other geutlemuii :

Sirs: B. Oratz Brown, Esq., as President of the Mis-
souri State Convention, which sat in St. Louis on the
tentli of this month, has officially made known to rac the
proceedings of that body, and by them I am enabled to
know sgiiie of you as Delegates to the Chicago Conven-
tion, representing the Republican party of Missouri.

I have received your letter propounding to me certain
questions (seven in number) which you suppose will
cover most, if not all, the giounds of controveisy, in the
approaching Presidential election.
With pleasure I will answer your questions. But be-

fore doing so, allow me to glance at the peculiar circum-
stances in which I am placed, and the strangeness of the
fact that I, a mere private man, am called upon to
make avowals and e.\planations, with any view to take
me from the shades of private life and place me at the
head of the nation. I came to this frontier in my youth,
and settled in St. Louis when it was a village. All my
manhood has been spent in Missouri, and during all that
time I have followed a profession wliich left my charac-
ter and conduct open to the observation of society. And
while it has been my constant habit freely to express my
opinion of public measures and public men, the people
of Missouri, of all parties, will bear me witness that I

have never obtrusively thrust myself forward in pursuit
of official honors. I have held no political office, and
sought none, for more than twenty-five years.
Under these circumstances, I confess the gratification

yvhich I feel in receiving the recent manifestations of the
respect and confidence of my fellow-citizens. First, the
Opposition members of the Missouri Legislature declared
their preference for me as a candidate ; then followed
my nomination by a Convention composed of all the ele-
ments of the Opposition in this State ; and, now, the Re-
publicans of Missouri, in their separate Convention, just
held in St. Louis, have reaffirmed the nomination, and
proposed, by their delegates, to present me to the Na-
tional Convention, soon to be held at Chicago, as a can-
didate for the first office in the nation. These various
demonstrations in my own State are doubly gratifying to
me, because they afford the strongest proof that ray
name has been put forward only in a spirit of harmony
and peace, and with the hope of preventing all division
and controversy amon-g those who, for their own safety
and the public good, ought to be united in the.r action.

For all ihie I am deeply grateful, and, as far as con-
cerns me personally, I must declare in simple truth,
that if the movement go no further and produce no
national results, still I am paid and overpaid for a life

of labor, and for whatever of zealous effort and jiatient
watching I have been able to bestow in support of a
line of governmental policy which I believe to be for the
present^and permanent good of the country.
And now, gentlemen, 1 proceed to answer your ques-

tions, briefly indeed, but fully, plainly, and with all pos-
sible frankness. And I do this the more willingly be-
cause I have received from individuals many letters
(too many to be separately answered), and have seen
in many public journals articles making urgent calls
upon me for such a statement of views.

1. Slavery—Its extension in the Territories.

On this subject, in the States and In the Territories,
I have no new opinions—no opinions formed in rela-
sion to the present array of parlies. I am coeval with
the Missouri question of 1819-20, having begun my
political life in the midst of that struggle. At that
time my position required me to seek all the means of
knowledge within my reach, and to study the principles
involved with all the powers of my mind; and I ar-
rived at conclusions then which no subsequent events
have induced me to change. The existence of negio
Slavery in our country had its beginning in the early
time of the Colonies, and was imposed by the mother
country against the will of most of the colonists. At
the time of the Revolution, and long after, it was com-
monly regarded as an evil, temporary in its nature,
and likely to disappear in the course of time, yet, while
it continued, a misfortune to the country, socially and
poUtically.

Thus was I taught, by those who made our Govern-
ment, and neither the new light of modern civilization,
nor the discovery of a new system of constitutional law
and social philosophy, has enabled me to detect the
error of their leaching.

Slaveiy is " a social relation "—a domestic institu-
tion. Within the States, it exists by the local law, and
the Federal Covernment has nocont.ol over it there.

1 The Territories, whether acquired by conquest or
peaceable purchase, are subject and subordinate ; not
sovereign like the States. The nation is supreme over

I
them, and the National Government has power to per-
mit or foibid Slavery, within them. Entertaining these
views, I am opposed to the extension of i^lavery, and in
my opinion, the spirit and policy of the Govemment
ought to be against its extension.

2. Does the Constitiitiou carry Slivory into the Territories

?

I answer no. The Constitution of the United States
does not carry Slavery into the Territoiies. AVith much
more show of reason may it be said that it carries Sla-
very into all the S ales. But it does not carry Slavery
anywhere. It only acts upon it,, where it finds it estab-
lished by the local law.

In Connection with this point, I am asked to state
my views of the Dred Scott case, and what was really
determined by the Supreme Court in that case. It is

my opinion, caiefully considered, that the Court deter-
mined one single point of law only, that is, that Scott,
theplaintiff, being a negro of African descent (not neces-
sarily a slave), could not be a citizen of Missouri, and
therefore could not sue in the Federal Court ; and that
for this reason, and this alone, the Circuit Court had
no jurisdiction of the cause, and no power to give
judgment between the parties. The only jurisdiction
which the Supreme Court had of the cause was for the
purpose of correcting the error of the Circuit Court,
in assuming the power to decide upon the merits of the
case. This power the Supreme Court did exercise, by
setting aside the judgment of the Circuit Court upon
the merits, and by dismissing the suit, without any judg-
ment for or against either party. This is all tliat the
Supreme Court did, and all that it had lawful power
to do.

I consider it a great public misfortune that several of
the learned judges should have tltought that their duty
re(|uired them to discuss and give opinions upon various
questions outside of the case, as the case was actually
disposed of by the court. All such opinions are extra
jutUcial and of no authority. But beside this, it appeals
to me that several of the questions so discussed by the
judges are political (juestions, and therefore beyond the
cognizance of the judiciary, and proper only to be consi-
dered and disposed of by the political departments. If I

am right in this, and it seems to me plain, the precedent
is most unfortunate, because it may lead to a dangerous
conflict of authority among the coordinate branches of
the Government.

3. As to the colonization of the free blacks.

For many years 1 have been connected with the Ameri-
can Colonization Society, of which the rising young State
of Liberia is the first fruit. I consider the object both
humane and wise, beneficent alike to the free blacks who
emigrate, and to the whites whom they leave behind. But
Africa is distant, and presents so many obstacles to rapid
settlement, that we cannot indulge the hope of drainin,^

•oflf in that direction the growing numbers of our free blact
population. The tropical regions of America, I think,

otier a far better prospect both for us and for them.

4. As to any Inequality of rights among American citizens.

I recognize no distinctians among American citizens buli

such as are expressly laid down in the Constitution. Anv-
I hold that our Government is bound to protect all the
citizens in the enjoyment of all their rights, everywhere
and against all assailants. And as to all these rights,

there is no difference between citizens born and citizen*

made such by law.

5. Am I in favor of the construction of a railroad from the
Valley of the INIis.sissippi to the Pacific Ocean, under the aus
pices of the General Government 't

Yes, strongly. I not only believe such a road of vast

imjwrtance as the means of increasing tlie population,
wealth and power of this great valley, but necessary as
the means of national defence, and of preserving the
integrity of the Union.

6. Ami iu favor of the measure called the Homestead bill?

Yes ; I am for guarding the public lands, as well as
possible, from the danger of becoming the subject of com-
mon trade and speculation—for keeping them for the
actual <>se of the people—and for granting tracts of
suitable size to those who will actually inhabit and im-

prove them.

7. Am I in favor of the immediate admission of Kansas
under the Wyandot Consiitution ?

I think that Kansas ought to be admitted without
delay, leaving her, like all the other States, the sole judgij

of her own Constitution.

Thus, gentlemen, I believe I have answered all .vou>

inquiries in a plain, intelligible manner, and, I hope, tf
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yowr mttisfyKtlon. I have not attempted to support my
answers by argument, for tluit could not be done in a

short letter; and, restrainhif; myself from going into

general politics, I have confined my remarks to the

particular subjects upon which you request-ed me to

write. Your obliged fellow-citizen,

EowAKD Bates.

JUDGE BATES'S LETTER

IN SUPPORT OF LINCOLK

St Louis, June 11, 1S60.

O. H. Browning, Esq., Quincy, 111.

Dear Sir: When I received your letter of May 22d, I

had no thought that the answer would be so long de-

layed ; but, waiving all excuses, I proceed to onswer
it now.
Under the circumstances of the case it ought not to

have been doubted that I would give Mr. Lincoln's nom-
ination a cordial and hearty support. But in declaring

my intention to do so, it is due to myself to state some of

the facts and reasons which have a controlling influence

over my mind, and which I think ought to be persua-

sive arguments with some other men, whose political

opinions and antecedents are, in some important parti-

culars, like my own.
There was no good ground for supposing that I felt

any pique or dissatisfaction because the Chicago Con-
vention failed to nominate me. I had no such feeling.

On party grounds, I had no right to expect the nomina-
tion. I had no claims upon the Republicans as a party,

for I have never been a member of any party, so as to

be bound by its dogmas, and subject to its discipline, ex-

cept only the Whig party, which is now broken up, and
its materials, for tlie most part, absorbed in other organi-

zations. And thus I am left, alone and powerless, in-

deed, but perfectly free to follow the dictates of my own
judgment, and to take such part in current politics as

my own sense of duty and patriotism may require.

Many Repul)licans, and among them, I think, some of

the most moderate and patriotic of that party, honored
me with their confidence and desired to make me their

candidate. For this favor I was indebted to the fact that

between them and me there was a coincidence of opin-

ion upon certain important questions of government.
They and I agreed in believing that the National Govern-
ment has sovereign power over the Territories, and that

it would be impolitic and unwise to use that power for

the propagation of negro Slavery by planting it In Free
Territory. Some of them believed also that my nomina-
tion, while it would tei.i' \) soften the tone of the Repub-
lican party, without any ibandnnment of its principles,

might tend also to generalize its character and attract

the friendship and support of many, especially in the
border States, who, like me, had never been members of

their party, but concurred with them in opinion about
the government of the Territories. These are the grounds,
and I think the only grounds, upon which I was sup-
ported at all at Chicago.
As to the platform put forth by the Chicago Conven-

tion, I have little to say, because, whether good or bad,
that will not constitute the ground of my support of Mr.
Lincoln. I have no great respect for party platforms in

general. They are conmionly made in times of high ex-
citement, under a pressure of circumstances, and with the
view to conciliate pre-ent support, rather than to esta-
blish a permanent system of principles and line of
policy for the future good government of country.
The Conventions which form them are transient in

their nature ; their pover and influence are consumed in

ihe using, leaving no continuing obligation upon their re-

spective parties. And hence we need not wonder that
platforms so made are hanlly ever acted upon in prac-
tice. I shall not discuss tlieir relative merits, but con-
tent myself with saying that this Republican platform,
though in several particulars it does not conform to my
views, is still far better than any published creed, past or
present, of the Democrats. And as to the new party, it

has not chosen to promulgate any platform at all, except
two or three broad generalities which are common to the
professions of faith of all jiarties in the country. No
party, indeed, dare ask the confidence of the nation,
while openly denying the obligation to support the Union
and the Ciinstitution and to enforce the laws. That is a
common duty, binding upon every citizen, and the failure
to perform it is a crime.
To me it is plain that the approaching contest must be

between the Democratic and the Republican parties
; and,

between thtm, I prefer the latter.

The DeiiMicratic party, by the long possession and
abuse of power, has grown wanton and reckless; )»as

corrupted itself and perverted the principles of the (*<>-

verinnenl ; has set itself openly against the great home
interests of the people, by neglecJing to protect their
industry, and by refusing to improve and keep in order"

the highways and depots of commerce ; and even now is

urging a measure in Congress to abdicate the constitu-
tional power and duty to regulate commerce among the
States, and to grant to the States Ihe discretionary
power to levy tonnage duties upon all our commerce,
under the pretense of improving harbors, rivers, and
lakes; has changed the slatusof the negro slave by mak-
ing him no longer mere property, hut a politician, an
antagonist power in the State, a power to which all other
powers are required to j'iehl, under penalty of a dissolu-
tion of the Union ; has directed its energies to the grati-

fication of its lusts of foreign domain, as manifested in it«

persistent efforts to seize upon tropical regions, not be-

cause those countries and their incongruous people are
necessary, or even de^irable,to be incorporated into cur
nation, but for tlie mere purp.ise of making Slave Stales,
in order to advance the political power of the party in

the Senate and in the ctioice of the President, so as
effectually to transfer the chief ])0wer3 of tlie Governirent
from tbe many to the few ; has in various iustances
endangered the equality of the coordinate branches of ihe

Government, by urgent efforts to enlarge the powers of
the Executive at the expense of the Legislative depart-
ment; has ai tempted to discredit and degrade the Judi-
ciary, by affecting to make it, at first, the arbiter of
party quarrels, to become soon and inevitably tne pas-
sive registrar of a party decree.
In most, if not all these particulars, I unde.stand the

Republican party (judging it by its acts and by the
known opinions of many of its leading men) to be the
exact opposite of the Democratic party ; and that is tlie

ground of my preference of the one party over the other.
And that alone would be a sutHcient reason, if I had no
other good reasons, for supporting Mr. Lincoln against
any man who may be put forward by the Democratic
party, as the exponent of it4 principles and the agent lo

work out, in practice, its dangerous policies.

The third party, which, by its formation, has destroyed
the organization of the American and Whig parties, has
nominated two most excellent men. I know them well,

as sound statesmen and true patriots. More than thirty

j'ears ago I served with them both in Congress, and from
that time to this I have always held them in respect and
honor. But what can the third party do toward the elet
tion of even such worthy men as these against the two
great parties wliich are now in actual contest for the
power to rule the nation ? It is made up entirel.v of por-
tions of the disintegrated elements of the late \Vhig and
American parties—good materials, in the main, 1 admit,
but quite too weak to elect any man or establish anj
principle. The most it can do is, here and there in par
ticular localities, to make a diversion in favor of the

Democrats. In 1*56, the Whig and American parties
(not forming a new party, but united as allies), with en-
tire unanimity and some zeal, supported Mr. Fillmore for

the Presidency, and with what results? We made u
miserable failure, carrying no State but gallant little

Maryland. And, surely, the united Whigs and .Ameri-
cans of that day had a far greater show of strength and
far better prospects of success than any which belmg to

the Constitutional Union party now. In fact, I see no
possiblity of success for the third party, except in one
contingency—the Destruction of the Democratic party.
That is a contigency not likely to happen this year, for,

badly as I think of many of the acts and policies of that
party, its cup is not yet full—the day has not yet come
when it must dissolve in its own corruptions. But the
day is coming, and is not far off. The party has made
itself entirel.v sectional ; it has concentrated its very be-
ing into one single idea ; negro Slaverj- has control of all

its faculties, and it can see and hear nothing else—" one
stern, tyrannic thought, that makes all other thoughts
its slaves !"

But the Democratic party still lives, and while it lives. It

and the Republican party are the only real antagonistic

powers in the nation, and for the present, 1 must chooee
between them. I choose the latter, as wiser, purer,
younger and less corrupted by time and self-indulgence.

The candidates nominated at Chicago are both men who,
as individuals and politicians, rank with the foremost of

the country. I have heard no objection to Mr. Hamlin
personally, but only to his geographical position, which is

thought to be too far North and Kast to allow his personal
good qualities to exercise their proper intluence over the
nation at large. But the nomination for the Presidency ia

the great controlling act. Mr. Lincoln, his character,
talents, opinions and history will be criticised by thou-
sands, while the candidate for the Vice-Pre=idency will be
Dassed over in comparative silence.



200 A rOLITICAL TEXT-BOOK FOR 1860.

Mr. Lincoln's nomination took the public by surprise,
because, until just before the event, it was unexpected.
But really it ought not to have e.xcited any surprise, for
such unforeseen nominations are common in our political
history. Polk and Pierce, by the Democrats, and Harri-
son and Taylor, by the Whigs, were all nominated in this
extemporaneous manner—all of them were elected. 1
have known Mr. Lincoln for more than twenty years, and
therefore have a right to speak of him with some confi-
dence. As an individual, he has earned a high reputation
for truth, courage, candor, morals, and amiability ; so that,
as a man, he is most trustworthy. And in this particular,
he is more entitled to our esteem than some other men, his
equals, who had far better opportunities and aids in early
life. His talents, and the will to use tliem to the best ad-
vantage, are unquestionable ; and the proof is found in the
fact that, in every position in life, from his humble begin-
ning to his present well-earned elevation, he has more than
fulfilled the best hopes of his friends. And now, in the full

vigor of his manhood, and in the honest pride of having
made himself what he is, he is the peer of the first man of
the nation, well able to sustain himself and advance his
cause, against any adversary, and in any field, where mind
and knowledge are the weapons used.
In politics he has but acted out the principle of his

own moral and intellectual character. He has not con-
cealed his thoughts nor hidden his light under a bushel.
With the boldness of conscious rectitude and the frank-
ness of downright honesty, he has not failed to avow his
opinions of public affairs upon all fitting occasions.

This I know may subject him to the carping censure
of that class of politicians who mistake cunning for wis-
dom and falsehood for ingenuity ; but such men as Lin-
coln must act in keeping with their own characters, and
hope for success only by advancing the truth prudently
and maintaining it bravely. All his old political ante-
cedents are, in my judgment, exactly right, being square
up to the old Whig standard. And as to his views about
" the pestilent negro question," I am not aware that he
has gone one step beyond the doctrines publicly and
habitually avowed by the great lights of the Whig party.
Clay, Webster, and their fellows, and indeed sustained
and carried out by the Democrats themselves, in their
wiser and better days.

The following, I suppose, are in brief his opinions up-
on that subject : 1. Slavery is a domestic institution
within the States which choose to have it, and it exists

within those States beyond the control of Congress.
2. Congress has supreme legislative power over all the
Territories, and may, at its discretion, allow or forbid the
existence of Slavery within them. 3. Congress, in wis-

dom and sound policy, ought not so to exercise its power,
directly or indirectly, as to plant and establish Slavery
in any Territory theretofore free. 4. And, that it is unwise
and impolitic in the Government of the United States, to
acquire tropical regions for the mere purpose of convert-
ing them into Slave States.

These, I believe, are Mr. Lincoln's opinions upon the
matter of Slavery in the Territories, and I concur in
them. They are no new inventions, made to suit the ex-
igencies of the hour, but have come down to us, as the
Declaration of Independence and the Constitution have,
sanctioned by the venerable authority of the wise and
good men who established our institutions. They are
conformable to law, principle and wise policy, and their

utility is proven in practice by the as yet unbroken cur-
rent of our political history. They will prevail, not only
because they are right in themselves, but also because a
great and still growing majority of the people believe
them to be right ; and the sooner they are allowed to

prevail in peace and harmony, the better for all con-
cerned, as well those who are against them as those who
are for them.

I am auare that smalU partisans, in their little warfare
against opposing leaders, do soTietimes assail them by
the trick of tearing from their contexts some particular
objectionable phrases, penned, perhaps, in the hurry of
composition, or spoken in the heat of oral debate, and

holding them up to the public as the leading doclrines
of the person assailed, and drawing from tliem their own
uncharitable inferences. That line of attack betrays a
little mind conscious of its weakness, for the falsity of its

logic is not more apparent than the injustice of its de-
signs. No public man can stand that ordeal, and, how-
ever willing men may be to see it applied to their adver-
saries, all flinch from the torture when aiiplied to them-
selves. In fact, the man who never said a foolish thing,
will hardly be able to prove that he ever said many wi&e
ones.

I consider Mr. Lincoln a sound, safe, national man. He
could not be sectional if he tried. His birth, education,
the habits of his life, and his geographical position, com-
pel him to be national. All his feelings and interest are
identified with the great valley of the Mississippi, near
whose centre he has spent his whole life. The valley is

not a section, but, conspicuously, the body of the nation,
and, large as it is, it is not capable of being divided into
sections, for the great river cannot be divided. It is one
and indivisible, and the North and the South are alike
necessary to its comfort and prosperity. Ite people, too,
in all their interests and aflections, are as broad and
general as the regions they inhabit. They are emigrants,
a mixed multitude, coming from every State in the Union,
and from most couniries in Europe; they are unwilling,
therefore, to submit to any one petty local standard.
They love the nation as a whole, and they love all its

parts, for they are bound to them all, not only by a feel-

ing of common interest and mutual dependence, but also
by the recollections of childhood and youth, by blood and
friendship, and by all those social and domestic charities
which sweeten life, and make this world worth living in.

The valley is beginning to feel its power, and will soon be
strong enough to dictate the law of the land. Whenever
that state of things shall come to pass, it will be most
fortunate for the nation to find the powers of Government
lodged in the hands of men whose habits of thought,
whose position and surrounding circumstances, constrain
them to use those powers for general and not sectional
ends.

I give my opinion freely in favor pf Mr. Lincoln, and I

hope that for the good of the whole country, he may be
elected. But it is not my intention to take any active
part in the canvass. For many years past, I have had
little to do with pul)Iic affairs, and have aspired to no
political office; and now, in view of the mad excitement
which convulses the country, and the general disruption
and disorder of parties and the elements which compose
them, I am more tluin ever assured that for me, person-
ally, there is no political future, and I accept the condi-
tion with cheerful satisfaction. Still, I cannot discharge
myself from the life-long duty to watch the conduct of
men in power, and to resist, so far as a mere private man
may, the fearful progress of official corruption, which for

several years past lias sadly marred and defiled the fair

fabric of our Government.
If Mr. Lincoln should be elected, coming in as a new

man at the head of a young party never before in power,
he may render a great service to his country, which no
Democrat could render. He can march straight forward
in the discharge of his high duties, guided only by his own
good judgment and honest purposes, without any necessity

to temporize with established abuses, to wink at the delin-

quencies of old party friends, or to unlearn and discard
the bad official habits that have grown up under the mis-
government of his Democratic predecessors. In short, he
can be an honest and bold reformer on easier and cheaper
terms than any Democratic President can be— for. In pro-
ceeding in the good work of cleansing and purifying the
administrative departments, he will have no occasion to

expose the vices, assail the interests, or thwart the ambi-
tion of his political friends.

Begging your pardon for the lengtii of this letter, I

remain, with great respect, your friend and obedient
servant,

Edward Bates.
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THE MONROE DOOTRIXE.
So much has been wildly said of what is

termed the " Monroe Doctrine," in regard to the

influence of European Powers on thiscontinent,

that we publish exactly what President Monroe
eaid on the subject. We copy from the Seventh

Annual Message of Mr, Monroe, dated December
2, 1823

:

" It was stated, at the commencement of the last session.

that a great effort was then milking in Spain and Portugal

to improve tlie comlition of the people of those countries,

anil that it appeared to be conducted with extraordinary
moderation. It need scarcely be remarked that tiie re-

sult has been, so far, very different frum what was then
anticipated. Of events in that quarter of the globe, witli

which we have so much intercourse, and from which we
derive our origin, we have always been anxious and in-

terested spectators. Tlie citizens of the United States

cherish sentiments the most friendly in favor of the liberty

and happiness of their fellow-men on that side of the

Atlantic. la the wars of the European powers, in matters
relating to themselves, we have never taken any part,

nor does it cniiipurt with our policy so to do. It is only
when our right* are invaded or seriously menaced, that

we resent injuries or make preparation for our defense.
With the movements in this hemisphere we are of neces-
sity more immediately connected, and by causes which
must b« obvious to all enlightened and impartial obser-

vers. The political system of the allied powers is essen-

tially different in this resp_-ct from that of America.
This difference proceeds from that which exists in their

respective governments. And to the defense of our own,
which has Ijeen achieved by the loss of so much blood and
treasure, and matured by the wisdom of their most
enlightened citizens, and under which we have enjoyed
unexampled felicity, this whole nation is devoted. We
owe it, theref ire. to candor, and to the amicable relations

existing between the United States and those powers to

declare, that we should consider any attempt on their

part to extend their system to any portion of this hemi-
sphere as dangerous to our peace and safety. With the

existing colonies or dependencies of any European power
we have not interfered, and shall not interfere. But with
the governments who have declared their independence.

and maintained it, and whose independence we have, on
great consideration, and on just principles, acknowledged,
we could not view any interposition for the purpose ol

oppressing them, or controlling in any other manner their

destiny, by any European power, in any other light than
as the manifestation of an unfriendly disposition toward
the United States. In the war between these new govern-

ments and Spain, we declared our neutrality at the time

of their recognition, and to this we have adhered, and
shall continue to adhere, provided no change shall occur,

which in the judgment of the competent autliorities of this

Government, shall make a corresponding change on the

part of the United States indispensable to iheir security.
" The late events in Spain and Portugal show that Europe

is still unsettled. Of this important fact no stronger prdof

can be adduced than that the allied powers should have
thought it proper, on a principle satisfactory to them-

selve^, to have interposed by force in the internal concerns

of Spain. To what extent such interposition may be car-

ried, on the same principle, is a question to which all

independent powers, whose governments differ from
theirs, are interested—even those most remote, and surely

none more so than the United States. Our policy in re-

gard to Europe, which was adopted at an early stage of

the wars which have so long agitateil that quarter of the

globe, nevertheless remains the same, which is, not to

interfere in the internal concerns of any of jts powers ; to

consider the Government, de facto, as the legitimate

Government for us; to cultivate friendly relations with it,

and to preserve those relations by a frank, firm, and
manly policy; meeting, in all instances, the just claims of

every power, submitting to injuries from none. But ia

regard to these continents, circumstances are eminently

and conspicuously different. It is impossible that the

allied powers should extend their political system to any
portion of either continent without endangering our

peace and happiness ; nor can any one believe that oui

SDUthern brethren, if left to themselves, would adopt it o)

their own accord. It is equally impossible, therefore,

tiiat we should behold such interposition, in any form,

with indifference. If we look to the comparative strength

and resources of Spain and those new Governments, and
their distance from each other, it must be obvious that

she can never subdue them. It is still the true policy of

the United States to leave the parties to- themselves, in

the hope that other powers will pursue the same course."

STATES AND STATESMEN ON THE SLAVERY QUESTION.

WISCOXSIN FOR FREE SOIL.

The following resolutions were adopted by
the Wisconsin (Democratic) Legislature in 1848, i

with only three dissenting votes in the Senate]

and five in the House : I

WJureai, Slavery is an evil of the first magnitude, l

morally and politically, and whatever may be the
consequences, it is our duty to prohibit its extension w
all cases where such prohibition is allowed by the Con-

j

Btitution : Therefore,
!

RiJlolted, 15y the Senate and Assembly of the State of

Wisconsin, that the introduction of Slavery into this

country is to be deeply deplored; that its extension
ought to be prohibited by every constitutional barrier

within the power of Congress ; that in the admission of

new territory into the Union, there ought to be an in-

hibitory provision against its introduction, unless clearly

and unequivocally admitted by the Constitution—inas-
much as in all cases of doubtful construction, the Kights

of Man and the cause of Lilierty ought to prevail.

Resolted, That our Senators in Congress be, and they

are hereby, instructed, and our Ke|)resentatives are re-

quested, to use their influence to insert into the organic

«ct for the government of any new Icrritory already
»C4iuired or lieeafter to be acquired, that is now f.ee, an
ordinance foreve;' p oh biting tlie introiluctioii of

Slavery cr involun'ai.v servitude into said ter.iicry ex-

cept as a punishment for crime, of which the party shall

have been duly convicted according to law.
I liefolveJ, That His Excellency the Governor is here-

by requested immediately to forward a copy of the fore-

I

going resolutions to each of our Senators and Kepresen-

I

tatives, to be by them laid before Congress.

[TUK nKM0CR.\CT OF MAINE FOIl THE WILMOT
PROVISO.

Hesolmions adopted by a Convention of the

I

Democratic party of Maine, in June, 1849 :

Hexolved, That the institution Of human Slavery is at
variance with the theory of our government, abhorrent

! to the common sentiments of mankind, and fraught with
' danger to all who come within the sphere of its influence,

that the Federal Government possesses adequate power
to inhibit its existence in the Territories of the Union

;

and that we enjoin upon our Senators and Hepresenta-
tives in Congress to make every exertion and employ all

their influence to procure the passage of a law forever

excluding Slavery from the Territories of California and
New-.Mexico.

DKLAWAKE for FRF.K TERRITOKY.

The following preamble and resolution were
iiiloptod bv the Legislature of Delaware iu

1817 :
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Whereas, A crisis lias arrivi) in tlie puVjlic affairs of
the Nalioii, whicli requires tile freeiiml full expression of
tlie peiip'e, tliiougli tlieir lefrul repi-csentatives; and
W/ii^reaa, 'J'lie Uniieii States is at war with tlie Republic
of Mexico, occasioned liy tlie Annexation of Texas, with
a view to the ailiiitiun of Slave Territory to our country,
mill the exteiidiug of Slave power in our Union; anil
W/i^reas, In the opinion of the General Assembly, such
acquisitions are hostile to the spirit of our Free IiiSti-

lutions, jinil contrary to sound morality ; therefore be it

liMolved, By the Senate and House of Representatives
of tue Slate of Delaware in General Assembly met, That
our Senators and Representatives in Congress are hereby
r quested to vote against the annexation of any Territory
1) our Union, whicli shall not thereafter be forever free
fioui Slavery.

MASSACHUSETTS AGAINST SLAVERY.

The following resolution was passed by the
Legislature of Massachusetts in 1847, in con-
nection with others ou the subject of the Mexi-
can wiir.

liesolveJ, That our attention is directed anew to the
wrong and '• enormity " of Slavery, and to the tyranny
and usurpation of the *' Slave Power," as disjilayed in the
history of our country, particularly in the annexation of
Texas, and the present war with Mexico, and that we are
impressed with ths unalterable condition, that a regard
for the fair fame of our country, for the principle of
morals, and for that righteousness that exalteth a nation,
sanctions and rcquiroJ all constitutional efforts for the
destruction of the unjust influence of the Slave power,
and for the abolition of Slavery within the limits of the
United States.

THE WHIGS OF MASSACHUSETTS AGAINST
SLAVERY.

The Massachusetts State Convention, held at

Springfield, in the latter part of the month of
September, 1847, and at which Daniel Webster
was nominated as a candidate for the Presi-

dency, passed the following among other re-

solutions :

Resolved, That the war with Mexico—the predicted, if

not the legitimate offspring, of the annexation of Texas

—

begun in a palpable violation of the Constitution, and
the usurpation of the powers of Congress by the Presi-
dec", wid carried on in reckless indifference and disregard
of the blood and treasure of the Nation—can have no
object which can be effected by the acquisition of Mexi-
can territory, under the circumstance of the country—
unless under adequate securities for the protection of
human liberty—can have no other probable result than
the ultimate advancement of the sectional supremacy of
the Slavo Power.

After recommending " Peace with Mexico,
without dismemberment," and " No addition of
Mexican Territories to the American Union,"
the Convention

Jiesolved, That if this course should be rejected and the
war shall be prosecuted to the final subjection or dismem-
berment of Mexico, the AVhigs of Massachusetts now de-
clare, and put this declaration of purpose on record, that
Massachusetts will never consent that Mexican Territory,
however acquired, shall become a part of the American
Union, unless on the unalterable condition that "there
shall be neither Slavery nor Involuntary Servitude therein,
otherwise than in the punishment of crime."

i?eso^'»ef/, That in making this declaration of her pur-
pose, Massachusetts announces no new principle of action
in regard to her sister Siates. and makes no new applica-
tion of principles already acknowledged. Sne merely
states the great American principle embodied in our De-
claration of Independence—the political equality of per-
sons in the civil state ; the principles adopted in the legis-
lation of the States under the Confederation, and some-
times by the Constitution—in the admission of all the
new States formed from the only Territory belonging to
the Union at the adoption of the Constitution— it is, in
short, the imperishable principle set forth in the ever
memorable (Jrdiiiance of 1787, which has for more tiian
half a century been the fundamental law of human
liberty in the great valley of the Lakes, the Ohio, and
the Mississippi, with what brilliant success, and with what
unparalleled results, let the great and growing States of
Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Micliigaii, and Wisconsin, auswer
and declare.

MR. WEBSTER AGAINST SLAVERY EXTENSION.

In tlie United States Senate, in Aug., 1848,
-Mr. ^\'ebste^, in speaking on the bill to organize
the Territory of Oregon with a clause prohibit>-

ing Shivery, said :

The question now is, whether it is not competent te

Congress, in the exercise of a fair and just discretion, to
say that, considering that there have been five slave-
holding States (Louisiana, Kiorida, Arkansas, Missouri
and Texas) added to the Union out of foreign acquisi-
tions, and as yet only one Free State, whether, under this

state of things, it is unreasonable and unjust in th«
slightest degree to limit their farther extensi.M? That is

the question. I see no injustice in it. As to the powet
of Congress I have nothing to add to what I said th«
other day. I have said that /.yhdli consent to no £j>
tensio?! of the area of ISlavcnj on this Continent, no)
any iru'rease of Slave Hepresentation in the oth&
House of Congress.

MILLARD Fillmore's views.

JIls Buffalo Letter of 1838.

Buffalo, Oct. 17, 18.38.

Sm: Your communication of the 13th inst., as chairman
of the committee appointed by " The Anti-Slavery Society
of the County of Erie," has just come to hand. You solicit

my answer to the following interrogatories :

1st. Do you believe that jietitions to Congress, on the
subject of Slavery and the Slave-trade, ought to be re-
ceived, read, and respectfully considered by the represerv-
tatives of the people?

2d. Are you opposed to the annexation of Texas tc this

Union under any circumstances, so long as slaves are held
therein ?

8d. Are you in favor of Congress exercising all the
power it possesses to abolish the Internal Slave-trade b«-
tween the States ?

4th. Are you Ln favor of immediate legislation for the
Abolition of Slavery in the District of Columbia ?

An^^1cer.—I am much engaged, and have no time to
enter into argument, or explain at length my reasons for
my opinions. I shall therefore content myself, for the
present, by answering all your interrogatories in the affir-

mative, and leave for some future occasion a more ex-
tended discussion on the subject.

I would, however, take this occasion to say, that in thus
frankly giving my opinion, I would not desire to have it

understood in the nature of a pledge. At the same time
that I seek no disguise, but freely give my sentiments on
any subject of interest to those for whose suffrages I am a
candidate, I am opposed to giving any pledge that shall
deprive me hereafter of all discretionaiy power. My own
character must be the guaranty for the general correct-
ness of my legislative deportment. On every important
subject I am bound to deliberate before I act, and espe
cially as a legislator, to possess myself of all the informa
tion, and listen to every argument that can be adduced
by my associates, before I give a final vote. If I stand
pledged to a particular course of action, I cease to be a
responsible agent, but I become a mere machine. Should
subsequent events show, beyond all doubt, that the cours«
I had become pledged to pursue was ruinous to my cork-

stituents and disgraceful to myself, I have no alternative,

no opportunity for repentance, and there is no power to

absolve me from my obligation. Hence the impropriety,
not to say absurdity, in my view, of giving a pledge.

I am aware that you have not asked my pledge, and I

believe I know your sound judgment and good sense too
well to think you desire any sucli thing. It was, however,
to prevent any misrepresentation on the part of others,

that I have felt it my duty thus much ou this subject.

I am, respectfully, your obedient servant,
MiLLAKD FlU,MOKR,

W. Mills, Esq., chairman.

MK. Fillmore's albany speech of 1856.

Tlie following is Mr. Fillmore's speech, de-

livered at Albany, in July, 185()

:

3fr. 3fayor and Feno^c-Citizens : This overwhelming
demonstration of congratulation and welcome almost de-
prives me of the power of speech. Here, nearly thirty
years ago, I commenced my political career. In this

building I first saw a legislative body in session ; bat at
that time it never entered into the aspirations of my
heart that I ever should receive sucli a welcome as tiiid

in the capital of my native Stale.

Vou have been pleased, sir, to allude to my former
services and mypiobable coursi; if I should aij.-iiu be
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know that vvlien 1 was callL-d lo the Executive chair by a

bereavement which sliromleil a iiariivi in mournins;, that

the country was unfortunately ajjitaled from one end to

the other upon the all-vxciting ful>ject of Slave y. H
was then, sir, that 1 felt it my duty to rise above every

,

sectional prejud ce. and look to the welf.tre of the whole

nation. I was compelled to a certain extent to overcome
long-cherished prejudices, anil disrej;ard parly claims.

But iu doing this, sir, I d.ii no more than was done by

many abler and t>etier men than myself. I was by no

means the sole inst.umeni, under I'rovidence, in har-

monizing these d.lticuliics. Theie were at tliat time

noble, indepen<lent, hiyhsotiled men in both Houses of

Congress, belonging to boili the great, political parties of

the country—Whigs and Democrats — who spurned the

dictation of selfish party leaders, and rallied around my
adrainistiation in support of the great measures which

restored peace to an agitated and distracted coun:ry.

Some of these have gone to their eternal rest, with the

blessings of their country on their heads, but others yet

survive, deserving the benediction and honors of a

grateful people. By the blessings of Divine Providence,

our efforts were crowned with s gnat success, and when
I left the Presidential chair, the whole nation was pros-

perous and contented, and onr relations with all foreign

nations were of the most amicable kind. The cloud that

hung upon the horizon was dissipated. Hut where are

we now? Alas ! threatened at home with civil war, and
from abroad with a rupture of our peaceful relations. I

shall not seek to trace the causes of this change. These

are the facts, and it is for you to ponder upon them Of

the present Administration 1 have nothing to say, for I

know and can appreciate the ditficulties of administering

tiiis government, and if the present Executive and his

supporters have with good intentions and honest hearts

made a mistake, I hope God may forgive them as I freely

do. But, if there be those who have brou^'ht these cal-

amities upon the country for selfish or ambitious objects,

it is your duty, fellow-Citizens, to hold them to a strict

responsibility.

The agitation which disturbed the peace of the coun-

try in laoO, was unavoidable. It was brought upon us

by the acquisition of new territory, for the government
of which it was necessary to provide territorial organi-

zation. But it is for you to say whether the present agi-

tation, which distracts the country and threatens us with

civil war, has not been recklessly and wantonly pro-

duced, by the adoption of a measure to aid personal ad-

vancement rather tlian in any public good.

Sir, you have been pleased to say, that I have the

Union of these States at heart ; this, sir, is most true, for

if there be one object dearer to me than any other, it is

the unity, prosperity, and glory of this great republic
;

and I confess frankly, sir, that I fear it is in danger. 1

say nothing of any particular section, much less of the

several candidates before the people. I presume they
are all honorable men. But, sir, what do we see ? An
exasperated feeling between the North and the iSouth, on
the most exciting of all topics, resulting in bloodshed
and organized military array. '

But this is not all, sir. We see a political part}- pre-

senting candidates for the Presidency and Vice-Presi-

dency, selected for the first time from the Free States

alone, with the avowed purpose of electing these candi-

dates by suffrages of one jjart of the Union only, to rule

over the whole United States. Can it be possible that

those who are engaged in such a measure can have seri-

ously reflected upon the consequences which must inevi-

tably follow, in case of success ? Can they have the

madness or the folly to believe that our Southern breth-

ren would submit to be governed by such a Chief Magis-

trate? Would he be required to follow the same rule

prescribed by those who elected him, in making his ap-

pointments ? If a man living south of Mason and Di.xon's

line be not worthy to be President or Vice-President,

would it be proper to select one from the same quarter
as one of his cabinet council or to represent the nation

in a foreign country ? Or, indeed, to collect the revenue,
or administer the laws of the Un.ted ;<tates? If not,

what new rule is the President to adopt in selecting men
for office, that the people themselves discard in selecting

him? These are serious, but practical questions, and in

order to appreciate them fully, it is only necessary to

turn the tables upon ourselves. Suppose that the South,

having a majority of the electoral votes, should declare

that they would only have slaveholders for President

and Vice-President, and should elect such by their ex-

clusive s'lifrages to rule over us at tlic No'th. Do you

mistaken. And, therefore, you must see that if this sec-

tional party succeeds, it leads inevitably to the destruc-

tion of this beautiful fabric reared by our forefathers, ce

meiiled by Iheir blood, and bequeathed to us as a price
less iniie itan -r.

I tell you. my friend-i, that I feel deeply, and there-

fore 1 speak earnestly on this subject (cries of -'you're

right !") for I feel that you are in danger. 1 am deter-

mined to make a clean breast of it. I will wash my
hands of the consequences, whatever they may be ; and
I tell you tliat we are trending upon the brink of a vol-

cano, that is liable at any moment lo burst forth and
overwhelm the nation. 1 uiiglil, by soft words, inspire

delusive hopes, and thereby win votes. But I call never
consent to be one thing to the North and another to thb

South. 1 should despise myself, if I could be guilty of

such duplicity. For my conscience would e.xclaim, with

the dramatic poet

:

'• Is there not some chosen curse,
Som^ hiddtiu Umndi-r in th': stores ofh.iaven,
U.-i w.ih uocomiiioii wrath, to blast the man
Wl.o owes hiS grealuess lo his country's ruin ?"

In the language of tlie lamented, but immortal Clay

:

"1 had rather be right than be President !"

It seems to me imposs ble that those engaged in this

can have contemplated the awful consequences of suo-

cess. If it breaks asunder the bonds of our Union, and
spreads anarchy and evil war through the land, what is

it less than moral treason? Law and common sense

hold a man responsible for the natural consequence of

his acts, and must not those whose acts lend to the de-

struction of the Government, be equally held responsi-

ble?
And let me also add, that when this Union is dissolved,

it will not be divided into two republics, or two mon-
archies, but be broken into fragments, and at war with
each other.

MR. FILLMOUliS LETTP:R TO A NEW-YOUK UNION
MKETING IN 1869.

The lollowing is an e.xtract from a letter of

Mr. Fillmoie, (dated Dec. 16, 1859), in reply to

an invitation *to attend a Union Meeting at

Cooper lustiiute, Xew-Yorli.

But it seems to me that if my opinions are of any im-

portance to my countrymen, they now have them in a
much more responsible and sat.sfactory form than I

could give them by participating in the proceedings of

any meeting. Wy sentiments on this unfortunate ques-

tion of slavery, and the constitutional rights of the South
in regard to it, have not changed since they were made
manifest to the whole country by the performance of a
painful duty in approving and enforcing the Fugitive

Slave Law, What the Constitution gives I would con-

cede at every sacrifice. I would not seek to enjoy its

benefits without sharing its burdens and its responsibili-

ties. I know of no other rule of political right or expedi-

ency. Those were my sentiments then— they are my
sentiments now. I stand by the Constitution of my
country at every hazard, and am prepared to maintain

it at every sacrifice.

Here I might stop ; but since I have yielded to the im-

pulse to write, I will not hesitate to express, very briefly,

my views on one or two events which have occurred
since I retired from olBce, and which, in all probability,

have given rise to your meeting. This I cannot do intel-

ligibly, without a brief reference to some events which
occurred during my administration.

All must remember that in 1-i-id and 1S50, the country-

was severely agitated on this disturbing question of

Slavery. That contest grew out of the acquisition

of new territory from Mexico, and a contest between the

North and South as to whether Slavery should be toler-

ated in any part of that Territory. Mixed up with this,

was a claip on the part of the slaveliolding States, that

the provision of the Constitution for the rendition of

fugitives from service should be made available, as tlie

law of 1793 on that subject, which depended chiefly on
State officers for its execution, had become inoperative,

because State officers were not obliged to perfona thai

duty.
.\fter a severe struggle, which threatened the integrity

of the Union, Congress finally passed laws settling these

questions; and the Government and the people for a
time seemed to acquiesce in that eumpromine as a final

1 settlement of this exciting question ; and it is exceedingly
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k) be regretted that mistaken ambition or the hope of
promoting a party triumph should have tempted any
»ne to raise tliis question ag-ain. But in an evil hour this

I'andora's box of Slavtry was again opened by what I

conceive to be an unjustifiable attempt to force Slavery
into Kansas by a repeal of ihe Missouri Compromise, and
the floods of evils now swelling and threatening to over-
throw the Constitution, and sweep away the foundation
of the Ciovernment itself, and deluge this land with fra-
ternal blood, may all be traced to this unfortunate act.
Whatever miglit have been the motive, few acts have
ever been so barren of good, and so fruitful of evil.

EDWARD KVEUETT's OPINIONS ON SLATEKY.

The following is an extract of a speech of
Mr. Everett, delivered iu the House of Represen-
tatives, March 9, 182G. (See Benton's Abridg-
ment of Congressional Debates, vol. 8, page
Vll.)

Having touched upon this point, I ought, perhaps, to
add that, if there are any members in this House of that
class of politicians to whom the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. Saunders) alluded, as having the disposition,

though not the power, to disturb the compromise contained
in the Constitution on this point, I am not of the number.
Neither am I one of those citizens of the North, to whom
another honorable gentleman referred, in a publication to

which his name was subscribed, who would think it im-
moral and irreligious to join in putting down a servile in-

surrection at the South: I am no soldier, sir ; my habits
and education are very unmilitary, but there is no cause
in which I would sooner buckle a knapsack to my back,
and put a musket on my shoulder, than that. I would
cede the whole continent to any one who would take it

—

to England, to France, to Spain ; I would see it sunk in
the bottom of the ocean before I would see any part of
this fair America converted into a continental Hayti, by
that awful process of bloodshed and desolation, by which
alone such a catastrophe could be brought on. The great
relation of servitude, in some form or other, with greater
or less departure from the theoretic equality of man, is

inseparable from our nature. I know of no way by which
the form of this servitude shall be fixed, but political insti-

tution. Domestic Slavery— though, I confess, not that
form of servitude which seems to be the most beneficial to
the master—certainly not that which is most beneficial to
the servant—is not, in my judgment, to be set down as an
immoral and irreligious relation. I cannot admit that re-
ligion has but one voice to the slave, and that this voice
is, " Rise against your Master." No, sir; the New Testa-
ment says, "Slaves, obey your Masters;" and, though I
know full well that, in tlie benignant operation of Chris-
tianity, which gathered master and slave around the same
communion-table, this unfortunate institution disappeared
in Europe, yet I cannot admit that, while it subsists, and
where it subsists, its duties are not presupposed and sanc-
tioned by religion. I certainly am not called upon to
meet the charges brought against tliis institution, yet truth
obliges me to say a word more on the subject. I know
the condition of working classes in other countries ; I am
intimately acquainted with it in some other countries, and
I have no hesitation in saying that I believe the slaves in
this country are better clothed and fed, and less hardly
worked, than the peasantry of some of the most prosper-
ous States of the continent of Europe. Consider the
checks on population. What keeps population down ?

Poverty, want, starvation, disease, and all the ills of life

;

it is these that check population all over the world. Now,
the slave population of the United States increases faster
than the white, masters included. What is the inference
as to the physical condition of the two classes of society ?

These are opinions I have long entertained, and long
ance publicly professed on this subject, and which I here
repeat in answer to the intimations to which I have al-

ready alluded. But, sir, when Slavery comes to enter
into the Constitution as a political element—when it comes
to affect the distribution of power amongst the States of
the Union, that is a matter of agreement. If I make an
agreement on this suljject, I will adhere to it like a man

;

but I will protest against any inferences being made from
it like that which was made by the honorable mover of
these resolutions. I will protest against popularity, as
well as votes, being increased by the ratio of three-fifths

Bf the Slaves.

MR. Mitchell's views.

Mr. Mitchell, of Tennessee.—Sir, I do not go the length
of the gentleman from Massachusett.?, and hold that the
existence of Slavery in this country is almost a blessing.
Ou the contrary, I am finjvJy settled in the opinion that it

I
is a great curse—one of the greatest evils that could have
been interwoven into our system. I, Mr. Chairman, am
one of those whom these poor wretches call master ; I do
not task them ; I feed and clothe them well ; but yet,
alas ! sir, they are slaves, and Slavery is a curse in any
shape, it is, no doubt, true that there are persons in
Europe far more degraded than our slaves, worse fed,
worse clothed, etc. ; but, sir, this is far from proving that
negroes ought to be slaves.

John Kaudolph, of Virginia.—Sir, I en\'j' neither the
head nor heart of that man from the North who rises here
to defend Slavery upon principle.

MR. CAMBRKLEXG's VIEWS.

Churchill C. Cambreleng, of N. Y., (formerly of N. C.)

—The gentleman from Massachusetts has gone too far.

He has expressed opinions which ought not to escape with-
out animadversion. I heard them with equal surprise and
regret. I was astonished to hear him declare that Slavery
—domestic Slavery—say what you will, is a condition of
life, as well as any other, to be justified by morality, reli-

gion, and international law ; and when at the close of his
opinion he solemnl.y declared that this was his confession
of faith, I lamented, sincerely lamented, that

"Star-eyed Soience should have wandered there
To bring us back the message of despair."

If, sir, among the wild visions of Gennan philosophy I
had ever reached conclusions like this ; if in the Aulre of
Gottingen 1 had ever persuaded myself to adopt a politi-

cal maxim so hostile to liberal institutions and the rights
of mankind, I would have locked it up forever in the dark-
est chambers of my mind. Or if my zeal had been too
ardent for my discretion, this place, at least, should never
have been the theatre of my eloquence. No, sir, if such
had been my doctrines I would have turned my back for-

ever on mjF native land. Following the course of " the
dark rolling Danube," and cutting my way across the
Euxine, I would have visited a well-known market of Con-
stantinople, and there preached my doctrine amidst the
rattling chains of the wretched captives. Nay, sir, I

would have gone from thence, and laid my forehead upon
the footstool of the Sultan, and besought him to set his

foot u])on my neck, as the recreant citizen of a recreant
Republic.

EDWARD EVERETT ON GEOGRAPHICAL PARTIES.

But, sir, I am not prepared to admit that geographical
parties are the greatest evil this country has to fear.

Party of all kinds, in its excess, is certainly the bane of
our institutions ; and I will not take up the time of this
Committee by disputing which is most deleterious, arsenic
or laudanum. It is enough that they are both fatal. The
evil of geographical parties is, that they tend to sever the
Union. The evil of domestic parties is, that they render
the Union not worth having. I remember the time, sir,

though I was but a boy, when under the influence of do-
mestic parties, near neighbors did not speak ; when old

acquaintances glared at each other as they passed in the
streets ; when you might wreak on a man all the bitterness

of your personal and private enmity, and grind him into

the dust, if you had the power, and say, he is a Democrat,
he is-a Federalist; he deserves it. Yes, sir, when party
spirit pursued its victim from the halls of legislation, from
the forum, from the market-place, to what should be the
sanctuary of the fireside, and filled hearts that would have
bled to spare each other a pang, with coldness and es-

trangement. Talk not to me of your geographical parties.

There does not live the man, I thank God, on earth, to-

ward whom 1 have an unkind emotion—one whose rights

I would invade, whose feelings I would wound. But if

there ever should be a man to whom I should stand in

that miserable relation, I pray that mountains may rise,

that rivers may roll between us—that he may never cross

my path, nor 1 his, to turn the sweetness of human nature
into liitterness an(l gall in Ijoth our bosoms.

—

Speech in
the JIouKe of liepreifentatives, 1S26.

—

BentmVs De-
batets, vol. %,p. 718.

MR. everktt's VIEWS IN ISSV and 39.

Oct. 14th, 183*7, Hon. Wm. Jackson, of New-
ton, Mass., wrote to Mr. Everett a long letter

containing the following questions :

Do justice, humanity, and sound policy, alike re-

quire that the slaves of this countiy should lie emanci-
pated ?

Is it the right and duty of the citizens of the non-
slaveholding States to require of the General Govern-
ment the abolition of Slave y in the District of Co-
lumbia?
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Is it just ei safe, with regard to our foreign relations
and d6mestic compact, to admit Texas into the Union ?

MR. KVKKETT's RKPLY.

Boston, 31»t Ociobei; ISS.'.

Sir : I have duly received your communication of the

14th inst., in which you desire to be furnislied witli my
views on certain questions therein projiounded. Under
other circumstances, I should deem it proper to preface
my answer with some preliminary remarks, but my en-

gaj^enients at the present time compel me to reply as

concisely as possible.

Ill answer to the first question, I observe, that Slavery
beinjr, by universal admission, a social, political, and
moral evil of the first magnitude, it is required by jus-

tice, humanity, and sound policy that the slaves should
be emancipated by those having constitutionally the
power to ell'eet thai object, as soon as it can be done
peacefully, and iu a manner to better the condition of
the emancipated. I believe the most considerate por-
tion of the people of the United States, in every quarter,

unite in this sentiment; and you are aware that the
most eminent Southern names can be cited in its sup-
port.

In reply to the second question, I would remark, that
all the considerations in favor of emancipation in the
States, apply with equal force to the District of Co-
lumbia. My opinions on this subject ai'e fully expressed
in the resolution adopted by the legislature last winter,
with a near approach to unanimity, in the following
terms :

" Resolved, That Congress having exclusive legis-

lation in the District of Columbia, possesses the right to

abolish Slavery in the said District, and that its exercise
should only be restrained by regard to the public
good."

1 know that the slave-trade is carried on to a shocking
extent in the District of Columbia. There is no part of
the South, where it is reputable to be engaged in this

tratfic ; and no Southern State, I am persuaded, would
permit its existence in its own capital, as it exists at the
national capital. The South and the North ought to

unite in prohibiting it, by act of Congi-ess—which is the
local legislature of the District. This has been loudly
called for, from the District itself. 1 have before me a
copy of a petition, couched in very strong language,
against both Slavery and the slave-trade in the District

of Columbia, which was presented to Congress in IS'24,

signed by nearly seven hundred and fifty names of
citizens of Washington, several of whom were known to
me to be of the first consideration. I may observe in

this connection, that at the same session, I voted in the
neg.-itive on a motion to lay upon the table the petition
of the American Anti-Slavery Society for the abolition of
Slavery in the District of Columbia, and on two other

]

motions, intended, in like manner, to deprive this class
]

of petitions of a respectful reception and considera- '

tion.

The last question propounded by you refers to the
annexation of Texas. It presents the subject of Sla-
very, in most of its bearings, in a new light. In the '

States, its introduction was the result of a legislation
forced upon the colonies, and in many cases, iu despite
of acts passed by their legislators, for the prohibition
of-the slave-trade, and regulated by the crown. Its ex-

'

istence is recognized by the Constitution of the United
States. The rights of property growing out of it are in
some degree protected by law in the non-slaveholding

|

State's i^see the opinion of Chief Justice Shaw in the
case of the Commonwealth vs. Aves—an opinion in the
doctrines and principles of which I fully concur) ; and
morality and r^hgion frown on all attempts to put an
end to it by violence and bloodshed. But non^ of these
principles countenance a voluntary extension of Slavery

;

and as the question of annexing Texas is one of volun-
tary, and almost boundless extension, it presents the I

subject, as I have said, in a new light. It has been olfi- i

cially stated by the Texan Envoy that the region so
called contains- two hundred thousand square miles. In
other ' words, it might form twenty-five States as
large as Massachusetts. In this vast region. Slavery
was pmhibited by Me.xico ; it has been restored, and is

rapidly spreading itself under the new government
;

and no one denies, that if the independence of Texas is

sustained, Slavery will be indefinitely extended through-
out its ample ^orders.
The Executive Government of the United States has

|

promptly recognized this independence, and by so doing,
has 'discliarged the whole duty that ccyild be required by
the law of nations. Whatever step we take toward an-
nexation is gratuitous. This whole subject has been so
ably discussed by Dr. Channing, iu his recent letter to
Mr. Clay, that-it would be superfluous to enlarge upon

it. I will only say, that if, at this moment, when an all-

important experiment is in train, to abolish Slavery by
peaceful and legal means in the British West Indie.'*,

the United States, instead of imitating their example, or
even awaiting the result, should rush into a policy of
giving an indefinite extension to Slavery over a vast
region incorporated into their Union, we should stand
condemned before the civilized world. It would be vain
to expect to gain credit for any fui ther professions of a
willingness to be rid of Slavery as soon as possible. Xi)
extenuation of its existence, on the ground of its having
been forced upon the country in its colonial state, would
any longer avail us. It would be thought, and thought
justly, that lust of power and lust of gold had made us
deaf to the voice of humanity and justice. We should
be self-convicted of the enormous crime of having vo-
luntarily given the greatest possible enlargement to an
evil, which, in concert wiMi the lest of mankind, we
had affected to deplore, and that at a time when tho
public sentiment of the civilized world, more than at
any former period, is aroused to its magnitude.
There are other objections to the measure drawn from

its bearing on our foreign relations ; but it is unneces-
sary to discuss them.

I am, sir, respectfully.

Your obedient servant,
Edward Evekett.

Hon'. Williasi Jacksos.

In 1889, the following questions were put to

Mr. Everett by Hon. A. Borden, of Massachu-
setts :

1. Are you in favor of immediate abolition by law of

Slavery in the District of Columbia and of the slave traffic

between the States of this Union?
2. Are you opposed to the admission into the Union of

any new States the constitutions of which tolerate domes-
tic Slavery ?

The following was Mr. Everett's reply :

AVAsmsGTO-V, (kt 31, 1S39.

Dear Sir : On Saturday last I only received your let-

ter of the ISth, propounding to me certain interrogato
ries, and earnestly requesting an early answer. You are
aware that several resolves on the subject of these in-

quiries and their kindred topics, accompanied by a re-

j

port, were introduced into the Senate of the Common-
I

wealth, year before last, by a joint committee of the two
j

houses, of which the lamented Mr. Alvord was chair-

I

man.
Those resolves, after having been somewhat enlarged by

amendment, were adopted by the legislature. They ap-
1 pear to cover the whole ground of your two interroga-

i
tories. Having cheerfully cooperated in the passage of

;
the resolves, and concurring in the general reasoning by
which they are sustained in the powerful report of the
chairman of the committee, I respond to both your in-
quiries in the alfirmative.

The first of the three subjects in j'our inquiry is the
only one of them which came before Congress while I

was a member. I voted in the negative on the motion
to lay upon the table the petition of the American Anti-
Slavery Society for the abolition of Slavery in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and on other motions of the like char-
acter introduced to cast off the consideration of this class
of petitions.

I am, dear sir, very respectfully, your friend and ser-
vant.

Edward Everett.
Hos. Nathasikl A. Bohdks.

The "several resolves" to which Mr. Everett
refers in the above letter, in the passage of
wliich he "cheerfully cooperated," as Governor
of Massachusetts, are as follows :

liesolveiJ, That Congiess has, by the Constitution,
power to abolish Slavery and the slave-trade in the Dis-
t.ict of Columbia, and that there is nothing in the terms
or circumstances of the acts of cession by Virginia and
Maryland, or otherwise, enforcing any legal or moral
restraint on its existence.

Resulved, That Congress ought to take measures to
effect the abolition of Slavery in the District of Columbia.
Reaolreil , That the rights of humanity, the claims of

justice, and the common good alike, demand the sup-
pression by Congress of the slave-trade carried on in
and through the District of Columbia.

liextilceil. That Congress has, bv the Constitution,
power to abol'sh Slavery in the Territories of the United
State*.
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[For later views of Mr. Everett, see his letter I

accepting the nomination for the Vice-Presi-

1

dency in I860.]
|

ABRAHAM LINCOLN ON THOMAS JEFFERSON.

k Mr. Lincoln having been invited by the Re-
publicans of Boston, to attend a Festival in

honor of the anniversary of Jefferson's birthday,

on the 13th of April, 1859, replied as follows :

Springfield, 111., April 6, 1859.

Gkntlemkn : Tour kind note, inviting me to atiend a
festival in Boston, on the 13th in.st., in honor of the birth-

day of Thomas Jefferson, was Uuly received. My engage-
ments are sucli that I cannot attend. Bearing in mind
that about seventy years ago two great political parties

were first formed in tliis counlry ; that Thomas Jefferson

was the head of one of them and Boston the headquarters
of the other, it is both curious and interesting that those
supposed to descend politically from the party opposed
to Jefferson, should now be celebraiing his birthday in

their own original seat of empire, while those claiming
political descent from him liave nearly ceased to breathe
his name everywhere.
Remembering, too, tiuit the Jefferson party was formed

upon its supposed superior devotion to the personal
rights of men, holding the riglils of property to be
secondary only, and greatly inferior ; and then assum-
ing that the so-called Democracy of to-day are the Jeffer-

son, and their opponents the anti-Jefferson parties, it

will be equally interesting to note how completely the
two have changed ground as to the principle upon which
they were originally supposed to be divided.

The Democracy of to-day liold the liberty of one man
to be absolutely nothing, when in conflict with anotlier
man's right oi property. Republicans, on the contrary,
are both lor the man and the dollar, but in case of con-
flict the man before the dollar.

I remember being once much amused at seeing two
partially intoxicated men engaged in a fight with their

{jTeat-coats on, which fight, after a long and rather harm-
less contest, ended in each having fought himself out of
his own coat and into that of the other. If the two
leading parties of this diiy are really identical with the

two in the days of Jefferson and Adams, they have per-
formed the same feat as the two drunken men.
But soberly, it is now no child's play to save the prin-

ciples of Jefferson from total overthrow in this nation.

One would state with great confidence that he could
convince any sane child that the simpler propositions of
Euclid are true ; but nevertheless, he would fail, with one
who should deny the definitions and axioms. The prin-
ciples of Jefferson are the definitions and axioms of free

society. And yet they are denied and evaded, with no
small show of success. One dashingly calls them " glit-

tering generalities." Another bluntly styles them " self-

evident lies." And others insidiously argue that they
apply only to " superior races."

These expressions, differing in form, are identical in

object and effect—the supplanting the principles of free

government, and restoring those of classification, caste,

and legitimacy. They would delight a convocation of

crowned heads plotting against tlie people. They are
the vanguard, the sappers and miners, of returning
despotism. We must repulse them, or they will subju-

gate us.

This is a world of compensations ; and he who would
he no slave must consent to have no slave. Those who
deny freedom to others deserve it not for themselves

;

ami, under a just God, cannot long retain it.

All honor to Jefferson— to the man who, in the concrete
pressure of a struggle for natii^nal independence by .a

single people, had the coolness, forecast, and capacity, to

introduce into a merely revolutionary document an ab-

stract truth, applicable to all men and all times, and so

to embalm it there, that to-day and in all coming days it

shall be a rebuUe and a stumbling-block to the harbin-
gers of reappearing tyranny and oppression.

Your obedient servant, A. lilscOLS.

Messrs. U. L. Pikkce, and others, etc.

ABRAHAM LINCOLN ON NATURALIZATION.

Springfield, Hay 1", 1859.

Dr. Thisodor C.iNisitrs:

Deas Sir—Your letter, in which you inquire on your
own account, and in behalf of certain other German citi-

zens, whether I approve or oppose the constitutional pro-

vision ill relation to naturalized citizens which was la'.ely

tnacted in Massaf:hu3etts, and whetlier I favor or oppose

a fusion of the Republicans with the other Opposition ele-

ments in the campaign of 1S60, has been received.
Massachusetts is a sovereign and independent State, and

I have no right to advise her in her policy. Y'et, if any
one is desirous to draw a conclusion as to what I would
do, from what she h;ts done, I may speak without impro-
priety. I say, then, that so far as I understand the Mas-
sachusetts i)rovision, I am against its adoption, not only
in Illinois, but in every other place in which I have the
right to oppose it. As I understand the spirit of our in-

stitutions, it is designed to promote the elevation of men.
I am, therefore, hostile to anything that tends to their de-
basement.

It is well known that I deplore the oppressed condition
of the blacks ; and it would, therefore, be very inconsistent
for me to look with approval upon any measures that in-

fringes upon the inalienable rights of white men, whether
or not.they are born in another land, or speak a different

language from my own.
In respect to a fusion, I am in favor of it whenever it

can be effected ou Ilepublican principles, but upon no
other condition. A fusion upon any other platform
would be as insane as unprincipled. It would thereby
lose the whole North, while the common enemy would
still have the support of the entire South. The question
in relation to men is different. There are good and patri-

otic men and able statesmen in the South, wliom I would
willingly support if they would place themselves on Ke-
publican ground ; but 1 shall oppose the lowering of the
Republican standard even by a hair^a breadth.

I have written in haste, but I believe that I have an-
swered your questions substantially.

Respectfully yours,
Abrauam LracoLN.

NEW-YORK FOR THK WILMOT PROVISO.

Li January, 184Y, Col. Samuel Young intro-

duced the following resolve into the New-York
State Senate, and on the 27th of that month it

was adopted by a vote of 22 to 6 :

Resolved, That if any Territory is hereafter acquired
by the United States, or annexed thereto, the ac* by which
sucli Territory is acquired or annexed, whatever such act

may be, should contain an unalterable, fundamental ar-

ticle or provision whereby Slavery or involuntary ser>-i-

tude, except as a punishment fur crime, shall be forevei

excluded from the Territory acquired or annexed.

. This resolve subsequently passed tlie Assembly
by a vote which was almost unanimous.

NEW-YORK FOR FREEDOII IN 1858.

The following preamble and resolutions were
adopted by the Assembly of the State of New-
York on the loth day of January, 1848, by a

vote of 108 to 5, and by the Senate, a few days

later, by a majority nearly as emphatic as that

of the Assembly

:

Whereas, The President of the United States, in his

last annual message, has recommended the establishment
by Congress of territorial government over the conquered
provinces of New Mexico, and the Californias, and the

retention thereof as an indemnity, in which said Terri-

tories the institution of Slavery does not now exist,

therefore

Resolved (if the Senate concur), That our Senators in

Congress be instructed, anil our Representatives re-

quested, to use their best efforts to jn-ert into any act or
ordinance, establishing any or all such provisionnl orter
ritorial government or governinents, a lunilamenial

article or provision, which shall provide, declare, and
guaranty, that Slavery or involuntary servitude, except
as a punishment for crime, whereof the party shall have
been first duly convicted, shall be prohibited therein, so

long as the same shall remain a Territory.

Resolved, That the President of the Senate, and the

Speaker of the Assembly, be requt.- led to transmit a copy
of the foregoing resolutions and preamble to each of the
said Senators and Representatives.

NEW-YORK AGAIN FOR FREK TERRITORIES IN 1849.

The following,preamble and resolves were in-

troduced into the New-York Senate on the 2d
of January, 1819, passed that l)ody by a unani-

mous vote on the 4tlij and wore concurred it
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by the Assembly t-vo d i V;:! later, on the 6th of
|

January

:

W%ere<ii>, Tlie iieojjle of tlie State of N'cw-Mexico
j

have pe'itioncd Cungrfss fur the estiibHshineul of a Ter-
|

ntorial Governmenl which shall protect them ag:iiiist tlie

institution of domestic slavery wliile they remain a ter-

ritory of the United fctates, and liavc also petitioned Con-

gress for protection against the unfounded claims of the

State of Texas to a la't-e portion of their territory lying

east of the Rio Grande; ami, ickereas, it would he un-

just to the people of New-Mexico and California, and
revolting to the spirit of the age, to permit domestic

Slavery—an institution froni which they are now free-

to be introduced among them: and, ichere^m, since the

acquisition of New Mexic • by the United States the peo-

ple thereof have a right to expect the protection of the

General Government, and should be secured in the full

possession and enjoyment of their Territory : therefore

Jiesolveil, That our Senators and Kepresentatives in

Congress be requested to use their best efforts to procure

the passage of laws for the establishment of govern-

ments for the Territories acquired by the treaty of peace

with Mexico, and tlKit by such laws involuntary servi-

tude, except for crime, be excluded from such Terri-

tories.

liesolved. That tlie territory lying between the Nue-
ces and the Itio Grande is the common property of

the United States, and that our Senators and liepresenta-

tives in Congress be requested to use their best elTorts to

preserve the same as such common property, and protect

it from the unfounded claim of the State of Texas, and
prohibit the extension over it of the laws of Texas, or the

institution of domestic Slavery.

Revolved, That the existence of prisons for the con-

finement and marts for the sale of slaves, at the seat of

the National Government, is viewed by this legislature

with deep regret and mortification ; that such prisons and
marts ought forthwith to be abolished ; therefore be it

further
ReKolved, That our Senator^ and Representatives in

Congress be requested to use their strenuous efforts to

procure the passage of a law that shall protect slaves

from unjust imprisonment, and shall effectually put an
end to the slave-trade in the District of Columbia.
Rigolred, That the Gove nor be requested to forward

copies of the preceding resolutions to each Senator and
Representative in Congress from this State.

MR. DIX FOR SLAVERT PROHIBITION.

These resolutions were presented in the TJ. S.

Senate by the Hon. Joiin A. Di.\; (now, I860,)

Postmaster of Xew-York, and defended by him
in an elaborate and able speech. On the first

resolution, he said

:

This resolution was in sentiment, if not in words,
identical with those which have been passed by fifteen

of the thirty .'tates of the Union. With a single excep-
tion, all thenon-slavehold'.ng and one of the slaveholding
States have declared them'^elves opposed to the exten-
sion of Slavery into territory now free. Sir, I fully con-
cur* in the propriety of this declaration. I believe that
Congress has the power to prohibit Slavery in California
and New Slexico ; that it is our duty to exercise the
power, and that it should be exercised now. I am
always for acting when the proper time for action has
come. I am utterly opposed to any course which shall
cast upon others the responsibility which belongs to our-
selves The resolution looks to the exclusion of Slavery
from New Mexico and California during their territorial

condition only. It does not look beyond that condition
with a view to control the people when they shall have
corae into the Union. It contemplates no invasion of
State sovereignty. In this view of the subject, one of the
New-York presses which has resisted all interference with
Slavery, even in the Territories, pronounced these resolu-
tions conciliatory in their character. I do not know that
1 should call theiii either conciliatory or the reverse.
They take firmly the ground that New-York has always
taken, that Slavery shall by no act of hers be further ex-
tended. She believer it to he the ground of principle, of
justice, and of right, and I do not hesitate to say she will
never abandon it—never, never.

THE NEW-TORE WHIGS FOR FREEDOM IN 184:7.

At the Whig State Convention held at Syra-
cuse, October 6, 1847, the Hon. James Brooks
reported a brief address to the Whigs of the
State, which uas ^unanimouslv adopted. The

foilowiu'^ are extracts from the address then

adopteii

:

Fi-LLOw-CrriiKSS : Hitherto when we have .-issembled in

Convention, the e wee well known and well recognized
bounds to our country, but now that the spirit of con-
quest has been let loose, who can tell where is his coun-
try, whether on the Kio Grande, the Sierra Nevada, the
Rio Gila or the Gulf of California, or whether part Span-
ish, much Indian, and some Negro, Santa Fi-an or Call
fornian may not be as good an American citizen as him-
self? Our Hag is borne, with fixed bayonets to surround
it, and unmuzzled graiie-shot to clear the way, in the
conquering footsteps of Cortes—by the base of the snowy
peaks of Hopocaiapetl, to the Eternal city of the
Aztecs - and Alexicans of every color, and every breed,
sprung from commingling Moor and straight-haired Afri-

can, as well as from Castile and Leon, are made .\meri-

can citizens, or prepared for being made so, by the gen-
tle logic of reii-raouthed artillery, thundering from Uie
bristling heights of Cerro Gordo to the bloody plains of
Contrei as and Churubusco. Wherever that Hag is, with
its stars and stripes, the emblem of our Nationality,
there our hearts are ; but woe ! woe ! to the men, we cry,

who have dispatched it upon its mission of Conquest,
and what is yet worse, the conversion of a Vree into a
Slaveholding Territory.

Fellow-cii Zens, disguise the Mexican war as sophistry
may, the gre^it truth cannot be put down, that it exists

because oi the annexation of Texas; that from such a
cause we predicted such a consequence would follow;
and that, but for that cause, no war would have existed
at all. Disguise its intent, purposes and consequences
as sophistry may struggle to do, the further great truth
cannot be hidden, that its main object is the conquest of
a Market for Slaves, ami that the flag our victorious
legions rally around, fight under, and fall for, is to be
desecrated from its holy character of Liberty ami Einan-
cipalion into an errant of Bondage and Slavery. In
oliedience to the laws, and in a due and f .illiful submis-
sion to the regularly constituted government of our
country, we will rally by and defend our fl.ig on what-
ever soil or whatever sea it is unfurled ; but before high
Heaven we pi otest against the mission on which it is

sent, and we demand its recall to the true and proper
bounds of our country, as soon as in honor it can be
brought home. We protest, too, in the name of the rights
of Man, and of Liberty, against ttie further extension of
Slavery in Noi tli America. The curse which our mother
country inflicted upon us, in spite of our fathers' remon-
strances, we demand shall never blight the virgin soil of
the North Pacific We will not pour out the
blood of our countryiuen, if we can help it, to turn a Freti
into a Slave soil. We will not spend from fifty to a
hundred mdlions of dollars per year to make a Slave
.M irket for any portion of our countrymen. We will

never, for such a purpose, consent to run up an untold
National debt, and saddle our posterity with Fund-
mongers, Tax-Brokers, Tax-gatherers, laying an excise or
an impost on evcryihing they taste, touch or live by.
Ihe Union as it is, the whole Union, and nothing but the
Union, we will stand by to the last—•but.A'o More TcitU
tory is our watch-word, unless it be Frae.

RKSOLVK.S.

Among the Resolutions unanimously adopted
by this Convention was the following :

Jiesoleed, That wliile the Wliig Freemen of New-York,
represeuteil in this Convention, will faithfully adhere to
all the compromises of the Constitution, and jealously
maintain all tlie reserved rights of tlie States, tbey
declare—since the crisis has arrived when the question
must be met—their uncompromising hostility to the Ex-
tension ol Slavery into any Territory now Free, or which
may be hereafter acquired by any action of the Govern-
ment of our Union.

FREE DE.\IOCRACY OF NEW-YORK CITY AGAINST
SLAVERY EXTENSION.

At a Free Democratic Meeting held in the
Park at New-York, October '.), 1848, at which
Henry Everson presided, and S. J. Tilden, John
Yan Burcf, and John Cochrane spoke, Mr.
Cochrane introduced the following Resolves,
whicli were adopted

:

Re-wlved, That Uie politics of the times indicate pre-
cisely to whom remain the principles of the Democracy

;

that the absence from the field of discussion of the finan-
cial and commercial questions which formerly defined
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political differences, permits that otlier party tests than
those which, even if demanding attention, still as hut
questions of expediency, should be, as tliey have been,
postponed to tlie consideration of that one of vital im-
portance, the freedom of our hind.
Resolved, that we thinli contemptuously of the mind

which discovers in the extension of tlie area of Freedom
cause for the degradation of the South. Could nature so
belie herself that the preservation of their " inalienable
rights" to any portion of mankind, must be attended by
proportionate violation of those of any other portion, we
say, perish those rights dependent on the Slavery of
others, rather than one tittle of those be injured that are
consistent witii the rights of all; that our Constitution
and our federal history speak to us tlirough the voices of
the Jeffersons, the Pinclineys, the Lees, and the Ran-
dolphs of the South, against this miserable, false pre-
tense. It is not so ! The success of the free principles
for which we contend, will reestablish tlie lost equality of
the States— lost in the insidious increase of the Slave
States from six, their original and constitutional number,
to fifteen, the present aggressive and unconstitutional
number—lost in the twenty-one voices and votes which
Southern chattel slaves possess among the representa-
tives of a free people atWashington—lost in the limited
wealth, in the low intelligence, and in the inferior civili-
zation of the South. We would restore this lost equality,
and, so far from degrading any portion of the Union, we
mean to elevate the whole to the possession of that Free-
dom which alone should be the National characteristic.

_
Hesolved, That our senses reject the audacious asser-

tion that the Extension of Slave Territory at the South
will abate the evil at the North. Aside from the ab-
surdity which it involves, that an evil declines in propor-
tion to and expires with the substance which it procures,
experience has taught, and the history of the " Pecu-
liar Institution" itself manifests, that the slaveowner
of the ' Old Uominion" breeds an increasing gang, and
amasses an accumulating hoard, just as the demand for
slaves increases with the diffusion of Slavery over free
territory at the South. In the year 1790, wheii Alabama,
Mississippi, Louisiana, Arkansas, Missouri, Tennessee,
Kentucky, and Florida, were free soil, the slave popula-
tion was 697,896. In the year 1S40, wlien Slavery had
spread over this free soil, it numbered 2,4S7,:-!5o, being an
increase in fifty yeara of 1,787,457 slaves. The extension
of Slavery to new territory, instead of abating the evil
in Maryland, Virginia, Kentucky, and Missouri, where it

numbered in the year ISIO, 590,000 slaves, has multiplied
tliem to 775,000, in the year 18-10, showing an increase
in thirty years of 185,000 slaves. The existence of
Slavery depends on its diffusion.

GREENE C. BKONSON's OPINION IN 1848.

In a letter dated July 15th, 1848, Mr. Bron-
son, after declining an invitation to attend a
political meeting, says

:

Slavery cannot exist where there is no positive law to
uphold it. It is not necessary that it should he forbidden

;

it is enough that it is not specially authorized. If the
owner of slaves removes with or sends then into any
country. State or Territory, where Slavery does not exist
by law, they will from that moment become free men, and
will have as good a right to command the master, as he
will have to command them. State laws have no extra-
territorial authority

; arx.d a law of Virginia which makes
a man a slave there, cannot make him a slave in New-
York, nor beyond the Kooky Mountains.

Entertaining no doubt upon that question, I can see no
occasion for asking Congress to legislate against the ex-
tension of Slavery into free territory, and, as a question
of policy, I think it had better be let alone. If our Soutli-
ern brethren wish to carry their slaves to Oregon, New-
Mexico or California, tliey will be under the necessity of
asking a law to warrant it; and it will then be in time for
tlie Free States to resist the measure, as I cannot doubt
tiiey would, with unwavering firmness.

1 would not needlessly move this question, as it is one
of an exciting nature, which tends to sectional division,
and may do us harm as a people. I would leave it to the
Slaveholding States to decide for themselves, and on their
own responsibility, when, if ever, the matter shall be
agitated in Congress. It may be that they will act
wisely, and never move at all; especially as it seems
pretty generally agreed that neither Oregon, New-Mexico,
nor California, are well adapted to slave labor. Hut if

our Southern brethren should make the question, we shall
have no choice but to meet it; and then, whatever conse-
qiiences may follow, I trust the people of the Free Statei
will give a united voice against allowing Slavery on a

single foot of soil where it is not now authoriied by
law.

I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant,
Greene C. Bronson.

To Messrs. J. Cochrask, and others, Committee.

. NKW-HAMPSIIIRE FOR THE WILMOT PROVISO.

The legislature (then Democratic) of New
Hampshire, in June, 1847, passed the following
resolution

:

liesol^ed. That in all territory which shall hereafter be
added to or Hcquired by the United States, where !-lavery
does not exist at the time of such adclition,or acquirement,
neither Slavery or involuntary servitude, except for the
punishment of crime, whereof tlie party has been duly
convicted, ought ever to exist, but the same should ever
remain free; and we are opposed to the extension of
Slavery over every such Territory—and that we also
approve the vole of our Senators ;ind Representatives in
Congress in favor of the Wiliiiot Proviso.

OHIO FOR FREE SOIL.

In the Ohio House of Representatives (session
of 1847-8) the following resolution was passed
by a vote of 43 to 12 :

Reaolved, By the General Assembly of the State of
Ohio, that the Senators and Representatives from this
State in the Congress of the United States be and they are
hereby requested, to procure the passage of measures in
the National Legislature, providing for the exclusion of
Slavery from the Territory of Oregon, and also from any
other Territory that now is, or hereafter may be, annexed
to the United States.

ILLINOIS FOR FREE SOIL.

The following Resolutions were adopted by
the Senate of Illinois on the 8th of January,
1849, and the House of Representatives on the
following day. The Legislature was largely '

Democratic in both branches at the time :

Resolved by the Senate of the State of Illinois, iJte

House of Represeiitatives concu)-ring, That our Sena-
tors in Congress be instructed, and our Representatives
requested, to use all honorable means in their power to
procure the enactment of such laws hy Congress for the
government of the countries and territories of the United
States acquired by the treaty of peace, friendship, limits

and settlement with the Republic of Mexico, concluded
February 2, 1848, as shall contain the express declara-
tion " that there shall be 7ieither Slavery nor iwvoluii^
tary servitude in said territories otherwise than in
the punishment of crimes whereof the party shall have
been duly convicted."
Resolved by the House of Eepresentatives., the Senate

co^icurring lierein, That the Governor be respectfully
requested to transmit to each of our Senators and Rep-
resentatives in Congress a copy of the joint resolution of
the Senate, concurred in by the House on the 9th inst.,

for the exclusion of Slaverj' from tlie new territories *o-

quiied by our late treaty with the Republic of Mexico.

SOUTH CAROLINA FOR THE FOREIGN SLAVE-TRADE.

In the annual message of Governor Adams,
of South Carolina, for the year 1856, he pro-

ceeded to argue in favor of the reopening of

the slave-trade, as follows :

It is apprehended that the opening of this trade will

lessen the value of slaves, and ultimately destroy the
institution. It is a sulBcient answer to point to the fact

that unrestricted immigration has not diminished the
value of labor in the northwestern Confederacy. The cry
there is the want of labor, notwithstanding capital has the
pauperism of the old world to press into tlie grinding ser-

vice. If we cannot supply the demand for slave labor, then
we must expect to supply with a species of labor we do
not want, and which is, from the very nature of things,

antagonistic to our institutions. It is much better that
our drays should be driven by slaves, that our factories

should be worked by slaves, that our hotels should be
served by slaves, that our locomotives should be managed
by slaves, than that we should be expose<l to the introduc-
tion from any quarter of a population alien to us by birth,

training, and education, and which in the process of time
must lead to the conOict between capital and labor, which
makes it so difficult to maintain free institutions in all

wealtliv and civilized nations where such institutions as
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ours do not exist. In all sUreholdlng States true policy
dictates that the superior race shoiild direct, and the
Inferior perform all menial service. Competition between
the white and black man for this service may not disturb
Northern sensibility, but doesnot exactly suit our latitude.

Irrespective, however, of interest, the act of Congress
declaring the slave-trade piracy is a brand upon us which
I think it important to remove. If the trade be piracy, the
slaves must be plunder, and no ingenuity can avoid the
logical necessity of such a conclusion. My hopes and
fortunes are indissolubly associated with this form of

society. I feel that I would be wanting in duty if I did

not urge you to withdraw your assent to an act which is

itself a direct condemnation of your institutions. But we
have interests to enforce a course of self-respect. I be-

lieve, as 1 have already stated, that more slaves are

necessary to a continuance of our moTVopoIy Id plantation
products. I believe that they are -lectssary to the full

development of our whole round of agricultural and me-
chanical resources; that they are necessary to the resto-

ration of the South to an equality of power in the Fede-
ral Government, perhaps to the very integrity of slave
society, disturbed as it has been by causes which have
introduced an undue proportion of the ruling race. To us
have been committed the fortunes of this peculiar form of
society resulting from the union of unequal races. It has
vindicated its claim to the approbation of an enlightened
humanity ; it has civilized and christianized the African

;

it has exalted the white race to higher hopes and purposes,
and it is perhaps of the most sacred obligation that we
should give it the means of expansion, and that we should
press it forward to a perpetuity of progress.

MR. HAMLm EENOUNCES THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY.

Ox the 12th of June, 1856, Mr. Hamlin rose

in his place in the Senate, and spoke as follows :

Mr. Hamlin.—Mr. President, I rise for a purpose purely
personal, such as I have never before risen for in the

Senate. I desire to explain some matters personal to

myself and to my own future course in public life.

Several Senators.—Go on.

Mr. Hamlin.—I ask the Senate to excuse me from further
service as Chairman of the Committee on Commerce. I

do so because I feel that my relations hereafter will be
of such a character as to render it proper that I should
no longer hold that position. I owe this act to the domi-
nant majority in the Senate. When I cease to harmonize
with the majority, or tests are applied by that party with
which I have acted to which I cannot submit, I feel that
I ought no longer to hold that respectable position. I

propose to state briefly the reasons which have brought
me to that couclusion.

During nine years of service in the Senate, I have pre-
ferred rather to be a working than a talking member; and
so I have been almost a silent one. On the subjects which
have so much agitated the country. Senators know that
I have rarely uttered a word. I love my country more
than I love my party. I love my country above my love
fjr any interest that can too deeply agitate or disturb its

harmony. I saw, in all the exciting scenes and debates
tJirough which we have passed, no particular good that
would result from ray active intermingling in them. My
heart has often been full, and the impulses of that heart
have often been felt upon my lips ; but I have repressed
them there.

Sir, I hold that the repeal of the Missouri Compromise
was a gross moral and political wrong, unequaled in the
annals of the legislation of this country, and hardly
equaled in the annals of any other free country. Still,

sir, with a desire to promote harmony and concord and
brotherly feeling, I was a quiet man under all the excit-
ing debates which led to that fatal result. I believed it

wrong then ; I can see that wrong lying broadcast all

around us now. As a wrong, I opposed that measure

—

not, indeed, by my voice, but with consistent and steady
and uniform yotes. I so resisted it in obedience to the
dictates of ray own judgment. I did it also cheerfully,
in compliance with the instructions of the legislature of
Maine, which were passed by a vote almost unanimous.
In the House of Representatives of Maine, consisting of
nne hundred and fifty-one members, only six, I think,
dissented ; and in the Senate, consisting of thirty-one
members, only one member non-concurred.
But the Missouri restriction was abrogated. The por-

tentous evils that were predicted have followed, and are
yet following, along in its train. It was done, sir, in
violation of the pledges of that party with which I have
always acted, and with which I have always voted. It

was done in violation of solemn pledges of the President
of the United States, made in his Inaugural Address.
Still,3ir, I was disposed to suffer the wrong, while I should
see that no evil results were flowing from it. We were
told, by almost every Senator who addressed us upon
that occasion, that no evil results would follow; that no
practical difference in the settlement of the country, and
in the character of the future State, would take place,
whether the act were done or not. I have waited calmly
and patiently to see the fulfillment of that prediction

;

and I am grieved, sir, to say now that they have at least
been mistaken in their predictions and promises. They
have all signally failed.

14

That Senators might have voted for that measure under
the belief then expressed and the predictions to which 1

have alluded, I can well understand. But how Senators
can now defend that measure amid all its evils, which ara
overwhelming the land, if not threatening it with a con-
flagration. Is what I do not comprehend. The whole of
the disturbed state of the country has its rise in, and is

attributable to that act alone—nothing else. It lies a.\

the foundation of all our misfortunes and commotions.
There would have been no incursions by Missouri border-
ers into Kansas, either to establish Slavery, or to control
elections. There would have been no necessity, either,
for others to have gone there partially to aid in preserv-
ing the country in its then condition. All would have
been peace there. Had it not been done, that re-
pose and quiet which pervaded the public mind then,
would hold it in tranquillity to-day. Instead of startling
events we should have quiet and peace within ohr bor-
ders, and that fraternal feeling which ought to animate
the citizens of every part of the Union toward those of
all other sections.

Sir, the events that are taking place around ns are
indeed startling. They challenge the public mind and
appeal to the public judgment ; they thrill the public
nerve as electrity imparts a tremulous motion to the tele-
graphic wire. It is a period when all good men should
unite in applying the proper remedy to secure peace and
harmony to the country. Is this to be done by any of us,
by remaining associated with those who have been instru-
mental in producing these results, and who now justify
them ? I do not see my duty lying in that direction,

i have, while temporarily acquiescing, stated here and
at home, everywhere, uniformly, that when the test of
those measures was applied to me as one of party fidelity,

I would sunder them as flax is sundered at the touch of
fire. I do it now.
The occasion involves a question of moral duty ; and

self-respect allows me no other line of duty but to follow
the dictates of my own judgment and the impulses of my
own heart. A just man may cheerfully submit to many
enforced humiliations ; but a self-degraded man has
ceased to be worthy to be deemed a man at all.

Sir, what has the recent Democratic Convention at
Cincinnati done ? It has indorsed the measure I have
condemned, and has sanctioned its destructive and ruin-
ous effects. It has done more—vastly more. That prin-
ciple or policy of Territorial Sovereignty which once had,
and which I suppose now has, its advocates within these
walls, is stricken down ; and there is an absolute denial
of it in the resolutions of the Convention, if I can draw
right conclusions—a denial equally to Congress, and even
to the people of the Territories, of the right to settle the
question of Slavery therein. On the contrary, the Con-
vention has actually incorporated into the platform of
the Democratic party that doctrine which, only a few
years ago, met nothing but ridicule and contempt here
and elsewhere, namely : that the flag of the Federal
Union, under the Constitution of the United States, car-
ries Slavery wherever it floats. If this baleful principle
be true, then that National Ode which Inspires us always
as on a battle-field, should be re-written by Drake, and
should read thus:

" Forever float that standard sheet

;

Where breathes the foe hut falls before us,
With Sliivery'i Boil beneath our feet,

And Slavery's banner streaming o'er us ?"

Now, sir, what Is the precise condition in which this
matter is left by the CiDcinuaii Convention ? I do not
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design to trespass many moments on the Senate ; but al-
low me to read and offer a very few comments upon
some portions of the Democratic platform. The first re-
solution that treats upon the subject is in these words—
I read just so much of it as is applicable to my present
remarlcs:

" That Congress has no power under the Constitution to in-
terfere with or control the domestic institutions of the several
Suites, and that all such States are the sole and proper judses
of everything appertaining to their own affairs not prohibited
by the Constitution."

I take it that this language, thus far, is language which
meets a willing and ready response from every Senator
here—certainly it does from me. But in the following
resolution I find these words

:

" liesohed, That the foregoing proposition covers, and was
iatcnded to embrace, the whole subject of Slavery agitation
in Congress."

The first resolution which I read was adopted years
ago in Democratic Conventions. The second resolution
which I read was adopted In subsequent years, when a
different state of things had arisen, and it became neces-
sary to apply an abstract proposition relating to the
States, to the Territories. Hence the adoption of the lan-
guage contained in the second Kesolution which I have
read.

Now, sir, I deny the position thus assumed by the Cin-
cinnati Convention. In the language of the Senator from
Kentucky (Mr. Crittenden), so ably and so appropriately
used on Tuesday last, I hold that the entire and unquali-
fied sovereignty of the Territories is in Congress. That
is my judgment ; but this resolution brings the Territories
precisely within the same limitations which are applied
to the States in the resolution which I first read. The
two taken together deny to Congress any power of legis-
lation in the Territories.

Follow on, and let us see what remains. Adopted as a
part of the present platform, and as necessary to a new
state of things, and to meet an emergency now existing,
the Convention says :

"The American Democracy recognize and adopt the princi-
ples contained in the organic law establishing tlie Territories of
Kansas and Nebraska, as embodying the only sound and safe
solution of the Slavery question, upon which the great national
idea of the people of this whole country can repose, in its de-
termined conservatism of the Union—non-interference by Con-
gress with Slavery in the States and Territories."

Then follows the last resolution

:

" Resolved, That we recognise the right of the peopleof all the
Territories, including Kansas and Nebraska, acting through
the fairly-expressed will of the majority of actual residents,
and whenever the number of their inhabitants justifies it, to
form a constitution, with or without domestic Slavery, and be
admitted into the Union upon terms of perfect equaUty with
Um other States."

Take all these resolutions together, and the deduction
which we must necessarily draw from them is a denial to
Congress of any power whatever to legislate upon the
subject of Slavery. The last resolution denies to the peo-
ple of the Territories any power over that subject, sare
when they shall have a suflScient number to form a con-
stitution and become a State, and also denies that Con-
gress has any power over the subject ; and so the resolu-
tions hold that this power is at least in abeyance while
the Territory is in a Territorial condition. That is tiw
only conclusion which you can draw from these resolct-

tions. Alas ! for short-lived Territorial Sovereignty ! It

came to its death in the house of its friends ; it was buried
by the same hands which had given it baptism !

But, sir, I did not rise for the^ purpose of discussing
these resolutions, but only to read them, and state th«
action which I propose to take in view of them. I may
—I probably shall—take some subsequent occasion, when
I shall endeavor to present to the Senate and the coun-
try a fair account of what is the true issue presented to
the people for their consideration and decision.

My object now Is to show only that the Cincinnati Con-
vention has indorsed and approved of the repeal of the
Missouri Compromise, from which so many evils haT«
already flowed—from which, I fear, more and wors«
evils must yet be anticipated. It would of course, be ex-
pected that the Presidential nominee of that Convention
would accept, cordially and cheerfully, the platform pre-
pared for him by his party friends. No person can ob-
ject to that. There is no equivocation on his part aboni
the matter. I beg leave to read a short extract from a
speech of that gentleman, made at his own home, within
the last few days. In reply to the Keystone Club, whick
paid him a visit there, Mr. Buchanan said

:

" Gentlemen, two weeks since I should have' made you *
longer speech ; but now I have been placed on a platform
of which I most heartily approve, and that can speak for ma.
Being the representative of the great Democratic party, and
not simply James Buchanan, I must square my conduct as-
cording to the platform of the party, and insert no new plank,
nor take one from it."

These events leave to me only one unpleasant duty>,

which is to declare here that I can maintain political

associations with no party that insists upon such do»-
trines ; that I can support no man for President who
avows and recognizes them ; and that the little of that
power with which God has endowed me shall be em-
ployed to battle manfully, firmly, and consislently for

his defeat, demanded as it is by the highest interests of
the country which owns all my allegiance.

The President.—The question is on the motion of the
Senator from Maine to be excused from further service
on the Committee on Commerce.

The motion was agreed to.

ACCEPTANCE OF PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDATES.
MESSRS. LINCOLN AND HAMLIN ACCEPT.

The following is the correspondence between
the officers of the Republican National Conven-
tion arid the candidates thereof for President

and Vice-President

:

Chicago, May 18, 1860.

To theKofi. Abraham Lincoln, of Rlinois.
Sir : The representatives of the Republican Party of

the United States, assembled in Convention at Chicago,
have this day, by a unanimous vote, selected you as the

Republican candidate for the oflSce of President of the

United States to be supported at the next election ; and
the undersigned were appointed a Committee of the Con-
vention to apprise you of this nomination, and respectfully

to request that you will accept it. A declaration of the

principles and sentiments adopted by the Convention
accompanies this communication.

In the performance of this agreeable duty we take
leave to add our confident assurance that the nomination
of the Chicago Convention will be ratified by the suffrages

of the people.
We have the honor to be, with great respect and regard,

your friends and fellow-citizens.

George Ashhun, of Massachusetts,
President of the Convention.

Wm. M. Evarts, of New-York,
JocL BDnLLNCAMB, of Oregon,

Ephraim Marsh, of New-Jersey,
Gideon Wells, of Connecticut,
D. K. Carter, of Ohio,
Carl Schdrz, of Wisconsin,
James F. Simmons, of Rtiode Island,
John W. North, of Minnesota,
Geo. D. Blakev, of Kentucky,
Petkr T. Washbcrn, of Vermont,
A. C. Wilder, of Kansas,

Edward H. Rollins, of New-Hampshire,
Francis S. Corkhan, of Maryland,
Norman B. Judd, of Illinois,

N. B. Smithers, of Delaware,
Wm. H. McCrillis, of Maine,
Alfred Caldwell, of Virginia,

Caleb B. Smith, of Indiana,
Austin Blair, of Micliigan,

Wm. p. Clarke, of Iowa,
B. Gratz Brown, of Missouri,
F. P. Tract, of California,

E. D. Webster, of Nebraska,
G. a. Hall, of District of Columbia,
John A. Andrew, of Massachusetts,
A. H. Kehdbr, of Pennsylvania.

Sprinqfild, III., May 28, 1860.

Hon. Georoe Ashmun, President of the liepubliecM
National Convention.

Sir: I accept the nomination tendered me by the

Convention over which you presided, and of which I auj
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formally apprised in the letter of yourself and others,
|

acting as a ComtDitt«e of the Conveulion for that pur-

pose.
Xiie declaration of principles and sentiments, which

I

accompanies your letter, meets my approval ; and it .

shall be my care not to violate, or dii^egard it, in any
part.

Imploring the assistance of Divine Providence, and
with due regard to the views and feelings of all who were

represented in the Convention ; to the rights of all the

States, and Territories, and people of the nation ; to the

inviolability of the Constitution, and the perpetual union,

harmony and prosperity of all, I am most happy to co-

operate for the practical success ofthe principles declared

by the Convention.
Your obliged friend and fellow-citiren,

Abbahau Lincolji.

A similar letter was sent to the nominee for

the Vice-Presidency, to which the following is

the reply.

Washington, May SO, 1S60.

Gentlemen: Tour official communicaiion of the 18th

instant, informing me that the representatives of the

Kepublican party of the United States, assembled at Chi-

cago, on that day, had, by a unanimous vote, selected

me as their candidate for the office of Vice-President of

the United Slates, has been received, together with the

resolutions adopted by the Convention as its declaration

of principles.

Those resolutions enunciate clearly and forcibly the

principles which unite us, and the ocjects proposed to be

accomplished. They address themselves to all, and there

is neither necessity nor propriety in my entering upon a
discussion of any of them. They have the approval of

my judgiuent, and in any action of mine will be faith-

fully and cordially sustained.

1 am profoundly grateful to those with whom it is my
pride and pleasure politically to cooperate, tor the nomi-
nation so unexpectedly conferred ; and I desire to tender
through you, to the members of the Convention, my sin-

cere thanks for the confidence thus reposed in me. Should
the nomination, which 1 now accept, be ratified by the

people, and the duties devolve upon ine of presiding over
the Senate of the United States, it will be my earnest
endeavor faithfully to discharge them with a just regard
for the rights of all.

It is to be observed, in connection with the doings of

the Kepublican Convention, tliat a paramount oiiject

with us is to preserve the normal condition of our Terrilo-

torial Domain as homes for Free men. The able advocate
and defender of Republican principles, whom you have
nominated for the highest place that can gratify the

ambition of man, comes from a State which has been
made what it is, by special aciion, in that respect, of the

wise and good men who founded our institutions. The
rights of free labor have there been vindicated and
maintained. The thrift and enterprise which so distin-

guish Illinois, one of the most fl lurishing States of the

glorious West, we would see secured to all the Territories

of the Union ; and restore peace and harmony to the

whole country, by bringing back the Government to what
it was under the wise and patriotic men who created it.

If the Republicans shall succeed in that otject, as they
hope to, they will be held in grateful remembrance by the

busy and teeming millions of future ages.

I am, very truly yours,
11. Hamlin.

The Hon. Geoecb ASHMCS, President of the Convention,
and others of the Convention.

KR. BRECKIXRIDGE ACCEPTS.

Washington City, July 6, 16C0.

Dear Sir : I have your letter of the 23d ultimo, by
which I am officially informed of my nomination for the
office of President of the United States by the Democratic
National Convention lately assembled at Baltimore.
The circumstances of this nomination will justify me in

referring to its personal aspect.

I have not sought nor desired to be placed before the
country for the office of President. When my name was
presented to the Convention at Charleston, it was with-
drawn by a friend in obedience to my expressed wishes.
My views had not changed when the Convention reas-
eembled at Baltimore, and when I heard of the diireren«es
which occurred there, my indisposition to be connected
prominently with the canT»»s was confirmed and ex-
pressed to many friends.

Without discussing the occurrences which preceded the
nominations, and which are or soon will be well under-
stood by the country, I have only to say that I approved.

as just and necessary to the preservation ofthe National
organization and the sacred right of represectaliun, the

action of the Convention over which you continued to

preside
j
and thus approving it, and having resolved to

sustain it, I feel that it does not become me to select the

position I shall occupy, nor to shrink from the responsi-
bilities of the post to which I have been assigned.
Accordingly, I accept the nomination from i, sense of

public duty, and, as I think, uuiuUuenced in any degree
bj' the allurements of ambition.

I avail myself of this occasion to say that the confidence
in my personal and public character implied by the action
of the Convention, will always be gratefully remembered

;

and it is but just, also, to my own feelings, to express my
gratification at the association of my name with that f

my friend Gen. Lane, a patriot and a soldier, whose great
services in the field and in council entitle him to the
gratitude and confidence of his countrj-men.
The resolutions adopted by the Convention have my

cordial approval They are just to all parts of the Union,
to all our citizens, native and naturalized, and they form
a noble policy for any admiubtration.
The questions touching the rights of persons and pro-

perty, which have of late been much discussed, find in

these resolutions a constitutional solution. Our Union is

a Confederacy of equal sovereign States, for the purposes
enumerated in the Federal Constitution. Whatever the
common Government holds in trust for all the States must
be enjoyed equally by each. It controls the Territories

in trust for all the States. Nothing less than sovereignty
can destroy or impair the rights of persons or property.

The Territorial Governments are subordinate and tempo-
rary, and not sovereign ; hence they cannot destroy or

impair the rights of persons or property. While they
continue to be Territories they are under the control of

Congress, but the Constitution nowhere confers on any
branch of the Federal Government the power to discrimi-

nate against the rights of the States or the property of

their citizens in the Territories. It follows that the citi-

zens of all the States may enter the Territories of the
Union with their property, of whatever kind, and enjoy it

during the territorial condition without let or hindrance,
either by Congress or by the subordinate Territorial

Governments.
These principles flow directly from the absence of

sovereignty in the Territorial Governments, and from the
equality of the States. Indeed, they are essential to that
equality, which is, and ever has been, the vital principle

of our Constitutional Union. They have been settled

legislatively—settled judiciously, and are sustained by
right reason. They rest on the rock of the Constitution

—

they will preserve the Union.
It is idle to attempt to smother these great issues, or to

misrepresent them by the use of partisan phrases, which
are misleading and delusive The people will look be-
neath such expressions as " Intervention," "Congress-
ional Slave Code," and the like, and will jienetrate to the
real questions involved. The f lends of Constitutional
equality do not and never did demand a " Congressional
Slave Code," nor any other code in regard to property in

the Territories. They hold the doctrine of non-interven-
tion by Congress, or by a Territorial Legislatuie, either
to establish or piohibit Slavery ; but they assert (fortifi-

ed by the highest judicial tiibunal in the Union; the plain
duty of the Federal Government, in all its departments,
to secure, when necessary, to the citizens of all the
States, the enjoyment of their property in the common
Territories, as everywhere else within its jurisdiction.

The only logical answer to this \\ould seem to be to

claim sovereign power for the Territories, or to deny
that the Constitution recognizes property in the services
of negro slaves, or to deny that such property can exist.

Inexorable logic, which works its steady way through
clouds and patfion, compels the country to meet the
issue. There is no evasive middle ground. Already th«
signs multiply of a fanatical and growing party, which
denies that under the Constitution, or by any other law,
slave property can ex^st; and ultimately the struggle
must come between this party and the National Demo-
cracy, sustained by all the other conservative elements
in the Union.

1 think it will be impossible for a candid mind to dis-

cover hostility to the Union or a taint of sect:onali8tn

in the resolutions adopted by the Convention. Tho
Constitution and the L'uion repose on the equality
of the States, whlcii lies like a broad foundation under-
neath our whole political s:ruclure. As I construe
them, the resolutions simply iissert this equality. They
demand nothing for any Slate or section that is not
cheerfully conceded to all the rest. It is well to remem-
ber that the chief disorders which have afllicted our
country have grown out of the violation of State equality,
and that as long as this great principle has been re.-pccle'l
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we have been blessed with harmony and peace. Nor will

it be easy to persuade the country that resolutions are
sectional which command the support of a majority of
the States, and are approved by the bone and body of

the old Democracy, and by a vast mass of conservative
opinion everywhere, without regard to party.

It has been necessary more than once in our. history,

to pause and solemnly assert the true character of tins

Government. A memorable instance occurieU in the
struggle which ended in the civil revolution of ISUO.

Tlie Kepublicans of that day, like the Democracy of this,

were stigmatized as disuniouists, but they nobly conduct-
ed the contest under the Constitution, and saved our po-
liiical system. By a little constitutional .stiuggle it is

intended to assert and establish the equaUty of the
States, as the only basis of union and peace. AVhen this

object, so national, so constitutional, so just, sliall l>e

accomplished, the last cloud will disappear innn tlie

American sky, and with common hands and la-aris the

States and the people will unite to develop the resources

of the whole country, to bind it together with the bonds
of intercourse and brotherhood, and to impel it onward
in its great career.

Xhe Constitution and the Equality of the States ! These
ar< symbols of everlasting Union. Let these be the ral-

lying cries of the people.
I trust that this canvass will be conducted without

rancor, and that temperate arguments will take the
place of hot words and passionate accusations.
Above all, I venture humbly to hope that Divine Provi-

dence, to whom we owe our origin, our growth, and all

our prosperity, will continue to protect our beloved
country against all danger, foreign and domestic.

I am, with great respect, your friend,

JouN C. Breckinkidge.
The Hon. C. CtrSHlNG, President ufiiie Demucraiie jSauoual

Couvenlion.

GEN. lane's ACCEPTANCE.
Washington, June 30, 1?60.

UoN. Caleb Gushing, President of the Democratic Na-
tional Convention :

Sir—I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the

communication jou make in behalf of the Democratic
National Convention, in which you inform me tlat, on the

23d inst., I was unanimously nominated by that party lor

the office of Vice-President of the United States, with the

request that I shall accept the nomination.
The platform adopted, and of wliich you inclose me a

copy, meets with my hearty approval, as it embodies
what I have been contending for as the only means of

stopping sectional agitation, by securing to all equality

and constitutional rights, the denial of which has led to

the present unhappy condition of public aflfairs.

Compromises of constitutional principles are ever dan-
gerous, and I am rejoiced that tlie true Democracy has
seen fit to plant a firm foot on the rock of truth, and to

give the people an opportunity to vindicate their love of

justice and fraternal regard for each other's rights.

Non-intervention on the subject of Slavery, 1 may em-
phatically say, is that cardinal maxim of the Democracy
—^non-intervention by Congress and non-intervention by
Territorial Legislatures, as is fully stated in the first reso-

lution of the adopted platform.

In vain should we declare the former without insisting

upon the latter; because, to permit Territorial legisla-

tures to prohibit or establish Slavery, or by unfriendly le-

gislation to invalidate property, would be gi-anting powers
to the creature or agent, which, it is admitted, do not ap-

pertain to the principal, or the power that creates ; besides

which, it would be fostering an element of agitation in tlie

Territory that must necessarily e.xteud to Congress and
the people of all the States.

If the Constitution establishes the right of eveiy citizen

to enter the common territory A'ith whatever property he
legally possesses, it necessarily devolves on the Federal
Government the duty to protect this right of the citizen

whenever and wherever assailed or infringed. The De-
mocratic party honestly meets this agitating question,

which is threatening to sever and destroy this brotherhood

of States. It does not propose to legislate for the exten-

sion of Slavery, nor for its restriction, but to give to each
State and to every citizen all that our forefathers proposed
to give—namely, perfect equality of rights, and then to

commit to the peoi)le, to climate, and to soil, the determi-

nation as to the kind of institution best fitted to their re-

quirements in their constitutional limits, and declaring as

A fundamental maxim, that the people of a Territory can
only establish or prohibit Slavery when they come to form
a constitution, preparatory to their admission as a State

into the Union.
If, happily, our principles shall prevail, an era of peace

and harmony will be restored to our distracted country,

and no more shall we be troubled with the agitation of
this dangerous question, because it will be removed as
well from the Territorial legislatures as from the halls of

Congress—when we shall be free to turn our attention to

more useful issues, promotive of our growth in national
greatness.

Our Union must be preserved ! But this can only bfc

done by maintaining the Constitution inviolate in all its

provisions and guiiranties. The Judicial authority, a&
provided by the Constitution, must be maintained, and its

decisions implicitly obeyed, as well in regard to the rights

of property in the Territories as in all other matters.
Hoping for success, and trusting in the truth and justice

of the principles of our party, and in that Divine Provi-
dence that has watched over us and made us one of the
great nations of the earth, and that we may continue to

merit Divine protection, 1 cheerfully accept the nomina-
tion so unanimously conferred on me, and cordially in-

dorse the platform adopted by the Convention.
I have the honor to be, sir, with much respect,

Your friend and obedient servant,

Joseph Lane.

MR. DOUGLAS ACCEPTS.

WASaixGTON, Friday, June 29, 1660.

Gentlemen: In accordance with the verbal assurance
whicli I gave you when yiiu placed in my hands the
autlieiiiic evidence of my nomination for the Presidency
by the National Convention of the Democratic party, I

now fend you my formal acceptance. Upon a careful
exaiiiiiiaiion of the platform and principles adopted at
Cliai le.-ton and reaffirmed at Baltimore, with an additional
resolution which is in perfect harmony with the others, I

find ii to be a faithful embodiment of the time-honored
principles of the Democratic party, as the same were pro-
claimed and understood by all parlies in the Presidential
contest of 1S4S, 1^52, and 1S56.

Upon looking into the proceedings of the Convention
also, I find that the nomination was made with great
unanimity, in the presence and with the concurrence of
more than two-thirds of the whole number of delegates,
and in accordance with the long-established usages of
the parly. My inflexible purpose not to be a candidate,
nor accept the nomination under any contingency, except
as the regular nominee of the National Democratic party
and in that case only upon the condition that the usages,
as well as the principles of the party, should be strictly

adhered to, had been proclaimed for a long time «nd
hccome well known to tlie country. These conditions
having all been complied with by the free and voluntary
action of the Democratic masses and their faithful repre-
sentatives, without any agency, interference, or procure-
ment, on my part, I feel bound in honor and duty to

accept the nomination. In taking this step, I am not
uniuindlul of the responsibilities it imposes, but with firm
reliance upon Divine Providence I have the faith that the
pcnple will comprehend the true nature of the issues in-

volved, and eventually maintain the right.

The peace of the country and the perpetuity of the
Union have been put in jeopardy by attempts to interfere

with and control the domestic affairs of the people in the
Territories, through the agency of the Federal Govern-
ment. If the power and the duty of Federal interference
is to be conceded, two hostile sectional parties must be
the inevitable result—the one iiiflamii.'g the passions and
ambitions of the North, the other of the South, and each
struggling to use the F'ederal j-Ower and authority for

the aggrandizement of its own section, at the expense
of the equal rights of the other, and in derogation of
those fundamental principles of self-government which
were firmly established in this country by the American
Ilevolution, as the basis of our entire republican system.
During the memorable period of our poliMcal history,

when the advocates of Federal intervention upon the sub-
ject of Slavery in the Territories had well-nigh "precipi-
tated the country into revolution," the Northern Interven-
tionists demanding the 'Wihnot Proviso for the prohibition

of Slavery, and the Southern interventionists, then few in
number, and without a single Kepresentative in either

House of Congress, insisting upon Congressional legisla-

tion for the protection of Slavery in opposition to the
wishes of tl" • people in either case, it will be remembered
that it required all the wisdom, power and influence of a
Clay and a Webster and a Cass, supported by the conser-

vative and patriotic men of the AVhig and Democratic par-
ties of that day, to devise and caiTy out a line of policy

which would restore peace to the country and stability to

the Union. The essential living principle of that policy, a3
ajiplied in the legislation of ISOU, was, and now is, non^
iiitertiention hy C(.>n{i''e'iS xiith Ularery in the Territo-
ries. The fair application of this just and equitable prin-

ciple restored harmony and fraternity to a distracted coun-
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try. If we now depart from that wise and just policy

which produced these happy results, and permit the coun-

try to be again distracted ; if precipitated into revolution

by a sectional contest between Pro-Slavery and Anti-Sla-

very interventionists, where shall we look for another Clay,

another Webster, or another Cass to pilot the ship of State

over the breakers into a haven of peace and safety ?

The Federal Union must be preserved. The Constitu-

tion must be maintained inviolate in all its parts. Every

right guaranteed by the Constitution must be protected

by law in all cases where lejtislation is necessary to its en-

joyment. The judicial authority, as provided in the Con-

stitution, must be sustained, and its decisions implicitSy

obeyed and faithfully executed. The laws must be ad-

ministered and the constituted authorities upheld, and
all unlawful resistance to these things must be put down
with firmness, impartiality and fidelity, if we expect to

enjoy and transmit unimpaired to our posterity, that

blessed inheritance which we have received in trust from
the patriots and sages of the Revolution.
With sincere thanks for tlie kind and agreeable man-

ner in which you have made known to me the action of

the Convention, I have the honor to be.

Your friend and fellow citizen,

S. A. Douglas.
Hon. Wm. H. LrDLOW, of New-York ; R. P. Dick, of

North Carolina ; P. C. Wickliff, of Louisiana, and others

of Committee.

MR. FITZPATRICK DECLINES.

Washington, June 25, IfCO.

Gentlemen : Your letter of to-day, informing me that i
" have been unanimously nominated by the National Con-
vention of the Democratic party, which met at Charleston
on the 23d day of April last, and adjourned to meet at

Baltimore on the 18th day of June, as their candidate for

the office of Vice-President," was duly received.

Acknowledging with the liveliest sensibility this distin-

guished mark of your confidence and regard, it is with no
ordinary,feeling3 of regret that considerations, the recital

of which I will not impose upon you, constrain me to de-

cline the nomination so flatteringly tendered. My desig-

nation as a candidate for this high position would have
been more gratifying to me if it had proceeded from the

united Democracy—united both as to principles and men.
j

The distracting differences at present existing in the I

ranks of the Democratic party were strikingly exemplified

both at Charleston and at Baltimore, and, in mj- humble
opinion, distinctly admonish me that I should in no way
contribute to these unfortunate divisions.

The Black Republicans have harmoniously (at least in

Convention) presented their candidates for the Presidency
and Vice-Presidency. So have the Constitutional Union
party (as it is termed). Each party is already engaged in

the contest. In the presence of such organizations we still,

unfortunately, exhibit a divided camp. What a melan-
choly spectacle ! It is calculated to cause every Democratic
citizen who cherishes the Constitution of his country to

despond, if not to despair, of the durability of the Union.
Desirous, as far as I am capable of exercising any influ-

ence, to remove every obstacle which may prevent a resto-

ation of the peace, harmony, and perfect concord of that
jiflorious old party to which I have been inflexibly devoted
from early manhood—a party which, in my deliberate
opinion, is the only real and reliable ligament which binds
the South, the North, the East, and the West together upon
constitutional principles—no alternative was left to rae

but that which I have herein most respectfully communi-
cated to you.
For the agreeable manner in which you have convej'ed

to me the action of the Convention, accept my sincere
thanks.
Very truly your friend and obedient servant,

B. FlTZPATKICK.
To Wm. IL Ludlow, of New-York, and others.

The Democratic National Committee subse-

quently nominated the Hon. Herschel V. John-
son, of Georgia, who accepted the position.

MR. BELL ACCEPTS.

Nashville, J/ay 21, 1860.
Dear Sir: Official information of my nomination to the

Presidency by the National Union Convention, of which
you were the presiding officer, was communicated to me
by your letter of the llth inst., at Philadelphia, on the
eve of my departure with my family for my place of resi-

dence in Tennessee ; and diffident as I was of my worthi-
ness, I did not hesitate to signify my intention to accept
the position assigned to nie by that distinguished and pa-
triotic body. But for convenience, and under a sense of

the propriety of acting in so grave a matter with greater
deliberation, I concluded, as I informed you at the time
by a private note, to d'-fer a formal acceptance until after

my arrival at home.
Now that I have had all the leisure I could desire for re-

flection upon the circumstances under which the nomina-
tion was made, the purity of the motives and the lofty

s))irit of patriotism by which the Convention was aninm-
ted, as evinced in all its proceedings, I can appreciate
more justly the honor done me by the nomination ; and,
though it might have been more fortunate for the country
had it fallen upon aome one of the many distinguished states-

men whose names were brought to the notice of the Con-
vention, rather than myself, 1 accept it, with all its possi-

ble responsibilities. Whatever may be the issue of the
ensuing canvass, as for myself, I shall ever regard it as a
proud distinction—one worth a lifelong effort to attain

—

to be pronounced worthy to receive the highest office in

the Government at such a time as the present, and by such
a Convention as that which recently met in Baltimore—

a

Convention far le88 imposing by the number of its mem-
bers, large as it was, than by their high character, lu it

were men venerable alike for their age and their public
services, who could not h.ave been called from their volun-
tary retirement from public life, but by the strongest sense
of patriotic duty ; others, though still in the prime of life,

ranking with the first men of the country by honors and
distinctions already acquired in high official positions.

State and national, many of them statesmen wortliy to fill

the highest office in the government ; a still ffreater num-
ber occupying the highest rank in their respective profes-
sional pursuits ; others distinguLshed by their intelligence
and well-earned influence in various walks of private life,

and all animated and united by one spirit and one pur-
pose—the result of a strong conviction that our political

system, under the operation of a complication of disorders,
is rapidly approaching a crisis when a speedy change must
take place, indicating, as in diseases of the physical body,
recovery or death.

The Convention, in discarding the use of platforms, ex-
act no pledge from those whom they deem worthy of the
highest trusts under the Government; wisely considering

j

that the surest guaranty of a man's future usefulness and
fidelity to the great interests of the country, in any offi-

cial station to which he may be chosen, is to be found in

his past history connected with the public service. The
pledge implied in my acceptance of the nomination of the
National Union Convention is, that should I be elected, I

will not liep.art from the spirit and tenor of my past
course ; and the obligation to keep this pledge derives a
double force from the consideration that none is required
from me.

Vi)U. sir, in your letter containing the official announce-
ment of my nmnination, have been pleased to ascribe to

; me tlie merit of moderation and justice in my past public
i career. V'ou have likewise given me credit for a uni-

i

l-.irm support of all wise and beneficent measures of legis-

I
lation, for a firm resistance to all measures calculated to

I

engender sectional discord, and for a lifelong devotion to

I

ttie Union, harmony, and prosperity of these States.
Wliether your personal partiality has led you to over-
state my merits as a pulilic man or not in your enumera-
tion of ihem, you have presented a summary—a basis of
all sound American statesmanship. It may be objecteil
that nothing is said in this summary, in express terms, of
tlie obligations imposed by the Constitution; but the
duty to respect and observe tliera is clearly implied, for
wiiliout due observance in the conduct of the Govern-
ment of the Constitution, its restrictions, and require-
ments, fairly interpreted in accordance with its spirit

and objects, there can be no end to sectional discord—no
security for the harmony of the Union.

I have not the vanity to assume tliat in my past con-
nection with the public service I have exemplified the
cimrse of a sound American statesman ; but if I have
deserved the favorable view taken of it in your letter, I

may hope, by a fiilhful adherence to the maxims by
wiiichl have lieretofore been guided, not altogether to dis-

appoint the confidence and expectations of those who
have placed me in my present relation to the public ; and
if, uniier Providence, I should be called to preside over
the affairs of this great country as the Executive Chief of
the Government, the only further pledge I feel called upon
to make i-*, lliatilie utmost of my ability, and with what-
ever strength of will I can command, all the powers and
influence belonging to n)y official station,shall be employed
and dii ected for the promotion of all the great objects for
which tlie liovernnient was instituted, but more espe-
ciallj- fur the maintenance of the Constitution and the
Union against all i-iiposing influences and tendencies.

I caiiMiit conclude this letter without expressing my
hig'i gratificition at the nmniiiatioii to the second office

under the (joveriiiiiciit, of the eminently-giftud and dis-
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tinguished statesman of Massachusetts, Edward Everett,

a gentlemen Ijeld by (,'eneral consent to be altogether

worthy of the first.

Ten<iering my grateful acknowledgments for the kind
and complimentary manner in which you were pit-ased

to accompany the communication of my nomination, I

am, dear sir, with the highest respect,

Your obedient servant, John Bkll.
To the Hon. Washikgton Hunt.

MR. Everett's acceptanck.

Boston, May 29, 1860.

Mt Dear Sir: I have duly received your letter of the
11th, in which you inform me officially, that the National
Union Convention, recently in session at Baltimore, had
done me the honor to nominate me as its candidate for

the office of Vice-President of the United States.

I am deeply impressed with this manifestation of the
favorable opinion of the Convention, comprising as it did
among its members so many persons distinguished for

public service, patriotism and intelligence; and fairly

rejiresenting a considerable portion of the conservative
feeling of the country. For the great cordiality with
which, as you inform me, my name was proposed and
received, my warmest thanks are due.
The grateful acceptance of such a nomination would,

under ordinary circumstances, be a matter of course

;

but it has unavoidably been with me the subject of long
and anxious hesitation. The grounds of this hesitation I

owe it to the Convention which has honored me with
this mark of its confidence, and to myself, to explain

;

loath as I am to dwell on matters of personal interest

of no importance to the public.
It is generally known that I have, for some years

past, retired from active participation in political life,

not, as I hope I have shown, from indolence or want of
sympathy with my fellow-citizens in the pursuit of the
great objects of social life. The reasons of my retire-

ment have been more than once publicly stated, and I

beg to repeat them here from my speech at the Union
meeting in Faneuil Hall last December:
"I did not suppose that anything could occur which

would make me think it my duty to appear again on this

platform, on any occasion of a political character ; and
had this meeting been of a parly nature, or designed to

promote any party purposes, I should not have been
here. When compelled, by the prostration of my health,

five jears ago, to resign the distinguished place which I

then filled in the public service,it was with no expectation,
no wish, and no intention of ever again mingling in the
scenes of public life. I have, accordingly, with the par-

tial restoration of my health, abstained from all partici-

pation in political action of any kind; partly because I

have found*, more congenial, and, as I venture to think,

a more useful occupation, in seeking to rally the alTec-

tions of my countrymen, North and South, to that great
name and precious memory which are left almost alone
of all the numerous kindly associations which once
bound the different sections of the country together, and
also because, between the extremes of opinion that have
long distracted and now threaten to convulse the coun-
try, I find no middle ground of practical usefulness, on
which a friend of moderate counsels can stand."

It having been suggested to me, notwithstanding these
avowals, that I might be thought of, at the Union Con-
vention, as a candidate for the Presidency, I requested,
by telegraphic message and by letter, that my name, if

brouglit forward, might be withdrawn. It is true that in

these communications I had only in view a nomination
to the Presidency, none other having been suggested to

me ; but all the reasons above indicated, which led me
in advance to decline such a nomination, apply with
equal force to the Vice-Presidency. These reasons, of
course, still exist in unimpaired force, and I cannot now
take an active part in politics without abandoning a
delibeiately formed purpose, and even exposing myself
to the suspicion of insincerity in its persistent avowal.

Without dwelling upon these considerations, of which,
however, I am sure the weight will be admitted, I beg
leave to advert for a moment to my connection with the
movement for the purchase of Mount Vernon, to which
your letter alludes in such obliging terms. The favor
which has attended my exertions in that cause (if I may
without indelicacy say anythingon that subject) has been
mainly the result of my known and recognized discon-
nection from party politics. If it could have been even
plausibly insinuated that I was, or intended to become,
a candidate for high political honors, I should, tn my
various excursions in aid of that fund, have laid myself
open to the imputation of speaking one word for Mount
Vernon and two for myself. As it is, the people through
out the Union have generously given me credit for hav-

ing a single eye to that meritorious object. As far as th»
purchase of Mount Vernon is concerned, that object has
been effected, under tlie judicious and efficient man-
agement of the Kegent and Vice-Uegents of the Asso-
ciation, with the aid of their intelligent and active assist-

ants throughout the Union. But a sum of money equal
to that already raised is still wanting for the repair ot

the Mansion, the inclosure of the land purchased, the
restoration of the house and grounds, as far as practi-

cable, to their condition in 1800, and the establishment
of a permanent fund for their conservation. I own
that I am desirous still to enjoy the privilege of coijpe-

rating in this noble work, which, however, it will be im-
possible for me to do to any advantage, whatever may
be the result of the present canvass, if I am drawn into
the vorte.x of a strenuously contested election. Thera
are many parts of the country which I have not yet
visited. I had promised myself a rich harvest from the
patiiotic liberality of the States on the Gulf of Mexico,
and of those on the Mississippi Iliver (which I have not
yet been able to visit, with the exception of Missouri,
through often kindly invited), and 1 confess that it is

very painful to me to withdraw from that broad field

of congenial labor to tread the thorny and thankless
paths of politics.

Apart from the pecuniary aspects of the case, which,
however, are of considerable importance, I will candidly
say that in holding up to the admiring veneration of the
American people the peerless name of AVashington,
(almost the only bond of fraternal sentiment which the
bitterness of our sectional controversies has left us), I

feel as if I was doing more good, as far as I am able to

do any good, and contributing more to revive the kindly
feeling which once existed between North and South,
and which is now, I grieve to say, nearly extinct, than I

could possibly do by engaging in the wretched scramble
for office—which is one great source of the dangers that
threaten the country.
These considerations, and others of a still more i^rsonal

nature, have necessarily occasioned me to reflect long and
anxiously, before accepting the nomination with wliich

the Union Convention has honored me. In yielding at

length to the earnest solicitations which have been ad-
dressed to me, from the most respectable sources in almost
every part of the Union, I make a painful sacrifice ot

inclination to what I am led to believe a public duty. It

has been urged upon me, and I cannot deny that such is

my own feelings, that we have fallen upon times that call

upon all good citizens, at whatever cost of personal con-
venience, to contribute their share, however humble, to

the public service.

I suppose it to be the almost universal impression—^it is

certainly mine—that the existing state of affairs is ex-
tremely critical. Our political controversies have sub-
stnntially assumed an almost purely sectional character

—

', that of a fearful struggle between the North and the
South. It would not be difficult to show at length the
perilous nature and tendency of this struggle, but I can
only say, on this occasion, that, in my opmion, it cannot
be much longer kept up, without rending the Union. I

do not mean that either of the great parties in the country
desires or aims at a separation of the States as a final

object, although there are extremists in considerable
numbers who have that object in view. While a potent
and a baleful inttuence is exercised by men of this class,

in both sections of the Union, a portion of the conserva-
tive masses are insensibly and gradually goaded into con-
currence with opinions and sentiments with which, in the

outset, they had no sympathy. Meantime, almost wholly
neglecting the main public interests, our political contro-

versies turn more and more on questions, in reference to

which, as abstract formulas, the great sections of the

country differ ii-reconcilably, though there is nothing
practically important at stake which requires the discus-

sion to be kept up. These controversies are c.an-ied on
with steadily increasing bitterness and exasperation. The
passions thus kindled have already led to acts of violence

and bloodshed, approaching to civil war in the Territories,

and attempted servile insurrection in the States. The
great religious and philanthropic associations of the coun-
try are sundered, and the kindly social relations of North
and South seriously impaired. The national House of

Representatives, hovering on the verge of anarchy, re-

quires weeks to effect an organization, which ought to be
the work of an hour, and it holds its sessions (many of iLs

members, I am told, armed with concealed weapons), on
the crust of a volcano. The candidates for the Presidency
represeating respectively the dominant sectional ideas,

will, at the ensuing election, in all probability, be suj)-

ported by a purely geographical vote. In other words,

we are already brought to a i)ass, at which North ami
South cannot and will not coiiperate in the periodical

reorganization of the Government.
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Can such a state of things long continue, especially
j

with the ever-present risk of new causes of exasperation ? '

I own it seems to me impossible, unless some healing

course b adopted, that the catastrophe, which the mass of

good citizens deprecate, should be much longer delayed.

A spirit of patriotic moderation must be called into action

tjiroughout the Union, or it will assuredly be broken up.

Unless the warfare of inflaranratory speeches and incen-

diary publications is abandoned, and good citizens, as in

17T6 and 17S7, North and South, will agree to deal with

the same elements of discord (for they existed then as now),

as our Fathers dealt with them, we shall but for a very
few years longer be even nominally brethren of one family.

The suggestion that the Union can be maintained by the

numerical predominance and military prowess of one
•ection, exerted to coerce the other into submission, is, in

my judgment, as self-contradictory as it is dangerous. It

comes loaded with the death smell from fields wet with

brothers' blood. If the vital principle of all republican

government " is tlie consent of the governed," much more
does a union of coequal sovereign States require, as its

basis, the harmony of its members and their voluntary
cooperation in its organic functions.

Believing, for these reasons, that healing counsels must
be listened to, if we are much longer to remain one people,

I regard the late National Union Convention as a move-
ment in the right direction. I could wish tha't it had been
earlier assembled; with less exclusive reference to official

nominations, and with a more comprehensive representa-

tion, if possible, of the conflicting opinions of the country.

On general principles and in ordinary times, I admit that

third parties are objectionable, but in the existing state

of affairs, if there is to be any escape from the present ill-

omened conflict, it would seem that a commencement
must be made with such a meeting as that of the 9th and
10th, at Baltimore. It was a fair representation of the

conservative opinion of the country ; and the calmness,
gravity and good feeling with which its proceedings were
condiicted, cannot be too highly praised.

In adopting as its platform the Constitution without
note oircorament, the Convention, as it seems to me, pur-
sued a wise and patriotic course. No other course was
thought of in the earlier days of the Republic. Elec-

tioneering platforms are almost without exception equivo-

cal and delusive. It is objected that men differ as to the
meaning of the fundamental law; but they differ not less

as to any gloss or commentary. The Constitution, in its

fair and natural interpretation, is the only basis on which
good citizens in every part of the country can now unite

;

and any attempt to g^) further will usually have no other

effect than to cause those who agree on great practical

principles to differ on metaphysical subtleties, or to bring
together, by artfully constructed phrases and from selfish

motives, tiiose who have nothing else in common.
The candidate for the Presidency, presented by the

Union Convention, is every w;iy worthy of confidence and
support. I speak from personal knowledge and long asso-

ciation with him in the public service, llis distinguished

talent, large experience in public affairs, proved integ-

rity and sterling patriotism furnish the amplest pledge for

an honest and efficient administration of the government
at home and abroad. A citizen of the South, and loyal

to her constitutional rights, his impartial and conciliatory

course as a public man affords a ground on which he can
be supported in either section of the country, without
dereliction of principle, and by men of all parlies, without
a painful sacrifice of former preferences.

Deeply regretting that the Convention has not put it in

my power to pay an equally cordial and emphatic tribute

to some worthy candidate for the Vice-Presidency, but
feeling it a duty to give the desired proof of sympathy
with their patriotic efforts to restore the happy days of

brotherly concord between the different sections of our
beloved country.

I remain, dear sir, sincerely yours,
Edward Evkrbtt.

MR. KVERETT ON SUMNER.

Soon after the brutal assault on Charles Sum-
ner, in 1856, Mr. Everett, in some remarks
delivered at Taunton, Mass., referred to the

subject as follows

:

The civil war, with its horrid train of pillage, fire, and
slaughter, carried on, tcithout the slightest provocation,
against the infant settlements of our brethren on the fron-

tier of the Union ; the worse than civil war which has for

months raged unrebuked at the Capital of the Union, and
has at length, by an act of lawless violence, of which I

know no parallel in the history of Constitutional Govern-
ment, stained the floor of the Senate chamber with the

blood of an unarmed, defenceless man, and he a Senator
of Massachusetts : if by laying down my life this hour, I
could undo what has been done the last two yeari (begia-
ning with the disastrous repeal of the Missouri Compro-
mise) to embitter the different parts of the country against
each other, and weaken the ties which unite them, I would
willingly, cheerfully, make the sacrifice.

In a letter, written subsequently, in explana-
tion of these remarks, Mr. Everett said—

•

I have condemned from the outset, and still most
decidedly condemn the policy of the late Ailministration
towards Kansas. I opposed the Kansas-Nebraska bill in
the Territorial Committee, of which I was a member. I
voted against the amendment to the hill by which the
Missouri Compromise was repealed. I opposed the bill to
the best of my ability, in a speech delivered in the Senate
on the 8th of February, ISM, of which I send you a copy ;

and I should have voted against it on its passage (as I
stated in ray place at the next meeting of the Senate) had
not severe illness compelled me, at 3 J o'clock in the morn-
ing, to leave the Senate chamber before the vote was
taken. I informed ray Southern political friends, when
the bill was brought in, that it ought to be entitled a bill

to " annihilate aU conservative feeling in the non-slave-
holding States." With these views of the subject, though,
as I trust, for reasons higher than any effect on party
poUtics, Jfully concurred in the main line of arguiifSnt
in Mi: Sumner^s speech. Abstaining, however, habitu-
ally myself from all personalities in debate, and believing
that they always irritate and never persuade nor convince
I could not of course bestow my " unqualified approbation"
on the manner in which be treated the subject.

GEORGIA ON EVERETT.

On the accession of Gen. IlarrLson to the

Presidency, in 1840, he nominated the Hon.
Edward Everett as minister to England, and
this nomination was resisted with preat perti-

nacity by the entire force of the Democratic
party in th.e Senate, on the ground of Mr.
Everett's Anti-Slavery sentiments, already quo-
ted. The Whigs having a majority in the

Senate, the nomination, after a severe struggle,

was confirmed. Among those voting for the

Confirmation was the Hon. James McPherson
Berrien, of Georgia ; but his vote on this occa-

sion was so distasteful to the people of Georgia
that the legislature of that State adopted tlie

following resolve

:

Hesolved, That the opinions publicly proclaimed by
Edward Everett, now minister to England, of the power
and obligation of Congress to abolish Slavery in the DLs-

trict of Columbia, to interdict the slave-trade between the
States, and to refuse the admission into the Union of any
Territory tolerating Slavery, are unconstitutional in their

character, subversive of the rights of the South, and if

carried out, will destroy this Union ; and that the Hon.
John McPherson Berrien, in sustaining for an important
appointment, an individual holding such obnoxious senti-

ments, has omitted a proper occasion to give an efficient

check to such sentiments, and in so doing has not truly

represented the opinions or wishes of the people of
Georgia, of either political party.

The vote of the legislature on the adoption

of this resolve was: In the Senate, Ayes 40
;

Nays 0. In the House, Ayes 101 ; Nays 40.

JUnOE DOUGLAS ON THE MISSOURI COMPROMISE.

In a speech delivered at Springfield, 111., in

1849, Senator Douglas, in speaking of the Mis-

souri Compromise, said

:

It has received the sanction of all parties in every sec-

tion of the Union. It had its origin in the hearts of aU
patriotic men who desired to preserve and perpetuate
the blessings of our glorious TTnion—an origin akin to

that of the Constitution of the United States, conceivi/1

in the same spirit of fraternal affection, and calculated to

remove forever the only danger which seemed to threa'en

at some distant day to sever the sacred bond of Union.
All the evidences of public opinion seem to indicate that
this Compromise has become canonized in the hearts of

the American people as a sacred thing, which no ruthless

I
hand would be reckless enough to disturb.
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3VIA.SSA.CICXJSEXTS.

COUNTIES.

1856. 1852.

i/?^.
T>em. Am.

Kreiu'i Hiic'an Fill're.
I

W}„g.
i Scott.

Barnstable
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OHIO.
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OITIO—{Coniinu«d).

COUNTIES.
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ILLINOIS-(, Oontinued).
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.

1856.

COUNTIES.

idams
Allen
Bartholomew. .

.

Benton
Blackford
Boone
Brown
Carroll

Cass
Clark
Clay
Clinton
Crawford
Daviess
Dearborn
Decatur
De Kalb
Delaware
Dubois
Klkhart
Fayette
Floyd ._

Fountain
Franklin
Fulton
Gibson
Grant
Greene
Hamilton
Hancock
Harrison
Hendricks
Henry
Howard
Huntington
Jackson
Jasper
Jay
Jefferson
Jennings
Johnson
Knox
Kosciusko
La Grange
Lake
Laporte
Lawrence ....

Madison
Marion
Marshall
Martin
Miami
Monroe
Montgomery .

.

Morgan
Noble
Ohio
Orange
Owen
Parke
Perry
Kke
Porter
Posey
Pulaski
Putnam
Randolph
Kipley
Rush
Scott

Shelby
Spencer
Starke
Steuben
St. Joseph . .

.

Sullivan
Krtitxerland.

.

'1 ip]>ecanoe.

.

Tipti>ii

Vnion
A'aiiderb>irf;h

Vtrmiliion.. .

.

Vi^o

Kfp

413
1593
1292
315
2.3S

1299
14S

1261
1504
492
865
1261
24
26

1573
1718
109
1736

21

1971
11S9
228
1606
1437
822
8G5
1395
879
1748
962
873

1680
2741
1057
1232
299
633
8S3

2314
1293
1095
567
1662
1406
923
2532
480

1309
S696
927
76

1890
498
1910
1573
1257
104
49
487
1494
96
SO
847
806
341

1345
2042
1425
1644
278
1510
235
112
1215
1812
26'

228
2778
646
763
372
866
1165

847
3211
1844
217
404
1493
6S1

1344
1539
1950
1108
1364
735
1115
2619
1689^

1247
992

1191
1051
1002
1767
1588
2259
835
1286
1036
1129
1185
1343
16S1
1378
1229
686

1181
1700
548
8S0

1936
1159
1608
1512]

1075
640

1

846
2289
1126
1603
8738
1089
769
1513
1191
2088
1528
1198
605
1207
1239
1283
1066
772
614

1819
667
1882
1253
1661
16S5
693'

2076
1260
156
553
1609
1650
1121
2807
738
TIO
1880
824

1808

1852.

Whiff.
Scoii.

691

145
142

8
47
81

90
22
40

1074
296
84
509
939
297
61

75
32
236
18

40
1262

80
41

9

766
99
533
88
24
623
74
49
8-'5

68
516
63
54

425
172
15;^

535
13
6

8
46
660
54

201

350
88
892
142
68
48
879
606
686
192

362
12:i5

1245
110
10b
930
102
1075
1176
1186
474
929
502
726
1474
1364
391

10S3
229
1068
1019
132b
1023
1473
Kj9
942
599
684
971

823
1284
1252
1559
539
706
614
357
875
2016
99S
896
1167
1045
667
236
1357
1054
1004
2158
843
37
994
622

1559
1109
606
43:

747
901
1312
684

F. Soil.

Uale.

672
1964
ISl'J

138
263

1161
532

1256
119D
lbl2
743

12.J0

499
720

2486
1394
780
937
717

134:3

672
1815
1496
1956
581
1127
636
944
901
1002
1278
980
1226
526

574
10
626
2
423
69
1S4
83

264
142
808

7

19
6

397
1040
45
14
19
640
80

883!

638
444
784
210
1712
900
1119
1507
518
1286
685
66

487
998
529
1134
1918
340
534
945
a52

1694

1183
847
500
2201
1104
13;B3

1003
988
677
834
1468
1113
1282
2599
511
519

1196
10851

1852
1181
807
4r.5|

10221

1060
1084
659

1

688
627
14;K
333
1466
993

1386
1480
659
1627
710
122
643
1052
1203
1147
2446
461
626

1817
783
1156

1848.

rr/117.

14
24I

26|

16
109

29
60
24

6
89

138
164
11

28
60
1

64
80
C

20|

845
4

401

40

156
456
165
38

261
991

1011
60
61

773
70
622
881

1200
500
726
520
785
1378
1245
847
622
258
756
1040
1018
900

1411
423
860
325
918
809
665

1277
1158
1215

1059
1167

78
231
916
503
1008
829

1510
734
9U
397
701

1801
1096
577
694
579
1050
765
1154
1343
1695
404
60;

623
921

805
806
1047
775
1005

1S44.

Whiff.
Clay.

Un organi
457 463

135
286'

58
20

261

68

186,

14j|

63i

110]

56;

76
87

1001

132!

79i

21

3

20j
105

3
li

88
26|

1
22'

S30
-13

119

111

Ji
90
174

7!

143
7i

li9
6
4
8

632
86
276
2075
926
676
1044
797
629
188
1027
1070
824

1877
805
842
731
780

1501
986
497
489
760
882
1398
599
519
843
763
135

1647
631

1114
1142
488!

1071
190
392
1609
784
1114
741

676
636
208
877

1031
993
1789
428
497
770

10S4
1547
1029
613
459
961
953
1319
335
510
401
1226
224
1300
787
983
1392
447

1

18
28
3

28
66

76
65
23
29
87

2
176
143
45
58
1

142
86
17
138
51

39
15
359

6

317
40
1

178

455|
zed.

46

128
142

198
861

1035
40
81

816
59
712
768
1132
429
645
462
60'

1616

Dem.
l-olk.

296
849
1068

69
205
871
432
966
671

1417
662
944
397
7M

1971

Aho.
Birney

1275 1091

1121 1414
681 471
Un
815
817
465
1093
1269
183
626
634
830
1586

167
96
46
8
64
114
139
226
18
65
109
91
7

70
59'

1091

121
53
6

6

13

1

7|

19i

1

101

628
173
87

16
18

269
940
229
758
1051
956
947
1825
344
796
853
762
859

719
1252
1262
1463

277
662
128
331
1835
672
659

1079
623
690
114
1009
1019
813
1715
199
76

669
721
1450
1023
890
193
707
764
1377
564
459
811

673
123
1540
818

1060
1530
481

I 11C7
686

852
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jy^DZAXA—iCmtin ued.)

Buchanan over Fremont, 24,295 ; Pierce over Scott, 14,439 ; Case over Taylor, 4,838 ; Polk over Clay, 2,2<^

;

Harrison over Van Buren, 13,698.

COISTI^ECTICXTT.

COUNTIES.



224 A POLITICAL TEXT-BOOK FOR 1860.

PEXNSYL VANIA—{Contimied).

COUNTIES.

1856.

Hep. Dem
Fieiii't Buc'anlFill're.

Mercer , .

Mifflin

Monroe
Montgomery . .

.

Montour
Northampton .

.

Northumberland
Perry
Philadelphia
Pike .

.

Potter
Schuylkill
Somerset
Snyder
Susquehanna. .

.

Sullivan
Tioga
Union
Venango ....

Warren
Washington . .

.

Wayne
Westmoreland .

Wyoming
York

3686
216
560
2845
666
116S
566
521

7993
2T0

1264
2188
1458
443

8861
309

4541
1429
2041
2091
423T
2172
4091
113S
511

2699
1491
2275
7134
1271
5260
8059
2135
38222

862
667

7085
1763
1255
2548
58S

1886
1092
2157
1231
4288
2259
5172
1171
6876

118
1060

69
2265
149

1838
1340
1407

24084
15!

6
2682
1405
1064
51
4S
27
186
72
49
265
113
299
74

4301

1852.

Tr7ii.9. Dem. \F.Soil.
Scott. Pierce. Hiile.

2211
1392
418

4791
866

2978
1619
1413
24666
202
263

4128
2986
Un

2035
177

1564
8081
1164
1138
3810
1232
8203
807

4700

2693)

1620
2098
5767

1

1465'

4403
i

2451
2159
26022

834
661

4758
1203

organi
8046
426
2614
1994
1899
1433
4064'

2362
5509
1258
5585

769

160

16
4

626

325
10
23

zed.

215
59
79

204;

243
370
211

119
19
11

Total.. 147510 230710 82175 179174198568! 8525 185513171176! 11263 161203107535

1848.

Whig.
Taylor.

2977
1513
518
5040

With
3191
1765
1562

31229
216
226

4808
8018

1853
129

1264
8129
1061
948

3898
997

3124
861

4838

Dem..
Casa.

3094
15S6
1830
5627

Colum
4203
2258
2295
21508

799
468
8490
1127

2563
803

1344
1656
1538
1088
8820
1642
5197
892

6151

FreeD.
V-iuB.

1080
26

5
877
8

248
35
211

801
19

1039
25
164
186
468
202
122
87
4

1844.

•Wliig.

Clay.

2840
1518
414
4491

2776
1547
1370
23289

151
240
2571
2660

1802
Un

1159
2788
966
899

8872
899

2672
814

4237

Dem.
Folk.

2869
1519
1806
5696

3870
2446
2321

18861
769
554

8404
1035

Alo.
Birney

604!

9

11

49

228

2697 93;

organi zed.

2193
1765
1377
1149
8973
1657
4978
899

5071

23
IS
65
17

290
15
71
1

1

8138

1840.

TT7i»,(7.

Ha'son

8247
1220
345

4008

2S4G
1351
1072
17844
135
180

1881
2501

1560

895
2423
855
827

4149
675

2778
Unorg
8792

144021

2336
1269
1447
4869

2187
19T0

18077
524
363
2184
765

2022

1721
1618
1276
929

8611
1188
4704

anized
4382

143672

Buchanan over Fremont, 83,200; do. over Fremont and Fillmore, 1,025 ; Pierce over Scott, 19,394; Taylor over
Cass, 14,337 ;

Polk over Clay, 6,33-2
; Harrison over Van Buren, 349. Mr. Birney received 343 votes in 1840.

jva:.A.R-YX.-A.3sri3.

COUNTIES.

Alleghany
Anne Arundpl

,

Baltimore City
Baltimore Co. .

,

Calvert
Caroline
Carroll

Cecil

Charles
Dorchester
Frederick
Hurford
Howard
Kent
Montgomery.

.

Prince Ueort'e.

Queen Anne's.
Somerset
St. Mary's. . .

.

Talbot
Washington .

.

Worcester ....

Total

Fill' Hiic'hh Frinr

1938
1043

19900
3504
401

63S
23461

18^4
461
1292
8724
2(174

899
833
1208
8S1
904
1593
247
749

2717
1224

47400

22481

.

9271

.

9882 .

3155'.

856 .

743 .

2099 .

1845,

.

758'

.

9791.

8304 .

1405'

.

633 .

550!.

1126'.

983 .

7411.

13211.
1052'

.

910 .

2670
.

1428'

,

IVhig.
Scot I.

39115 231

1454
834

9558
1946
353
556
1702
1494
657

1239
3204
1353
670
602

1001
°916
723
1443
681
740

2669
1258

F. Soil.

Hale.

1976
889

14035
3001
852
500

1920
1550
411
933

8342'

137S!
6261

551!

842
724'

735
1116
440
796
2723
1182

85066 40020 64

Whig. Dem.
Taylor, Case.

1579
1693,

10474
2627
431
492
1763
1504
769

1367
8158
1521

With
645

1057
1051
725

1418
783
706
2088
1351

1620
1480

10995
2669
385
680

1072
1444

F,eeD. Whig. Dem. Aho. | Whig
Villi li. IJla.v. I'olk. liirney |H:i'.-.ui

820
298:3 ......

1258
Anne 'Arund

447
771

733|
612'

1005'
422'

719
2484'

11301

1424
1777
8413
2301
451

680
1784
1527
785

1377
3190
1517

1.

728
1124
1054
749

1449
783
795

2688
1453

1491
1503
8!?60

2716
344
562
1694
1504
619
908
2994
1247

527 . . .

,

852' . . .

.

660' . . .

.

722;....
902'....

468 . .

.

712'....

25651 . . .

.

909}....

37702 84528' 125 85984 82676 88528 28753III I

1271
1604
7296
1911
494
6S7

1554
1448
841

1381
2958
1342

679
1099
1017
778

1516
895
749

2484
1494

1093
1384
7326
2621.

825
635
1610
1314
502
839

2623
1248

476
665
609
661
844
415
683
2290
691

Fillmore over Buchanan, 8,845 ; Pierce over Scott, 4,954 ; Taylor oyer Cass, 8,174 ; Clay over Polk, 8,308 ; Harrison
over Van Buren, 4,770.
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SOUTH CAROLINA CHOOSES ELECTORS BY LEGISLATURE.

O B O R. O I A..
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GEORGIA—{Continutd.)
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riRGI2riA—{Continued.)

COUNTIES.

Doddridge
Eluabeth City .

.

Essex
Fairfax
Fauquier
Fayette
Floyd
Fluvanna
Franklin
Frederick
Giles
Gilmer
Gloucester

,

Goochland
Grayson
Greenbrier
Greene
Greensville . . . .

,

Halifax
Hampshire
Hanover

,

Hancock
,

Hardy
Harrison.
Henrico

,

Henry
,

Highland
Isle of Wight...,
Jackson
James City
JeflFerson

,

Kanawha
,

King George . . .

.

King \ViIliam .

.

King and Queen
Lancaster

,

liCe

Lewis
,

Logan
Loudon
Louisa
Lunenburg
Madison

,

Marion
Marshall.
Mason
Mathews

,

Mecklenburg.,..
Mercer
Middlesex
Monongalia ....
Monroe
Montgomery
Morgan
Nansemond ....
Nelson

,

New Kent
Nicholas

,

Norfolk City
Norfolk County ,

Northampton. .

.

Northumberland
Nottoway

,

Ohio
Orange
Page
Patrick
Pendleton
Petersburgh
Pittsylvania
Pleasants
Pocahontas ,

Powhattan
Preston
Princess Ann . . .

.

Prince Edward .

.

Prince George...
Prince William .

.

Pulaski
Putnam
Raleigh
Randolph
Rappahannock .

.

1856. 1852.

Am.
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rinGINIA-{Continv.ed).
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ALABAMA—{Continued.)
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MISSISSIPPI—{Continued.)
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NORTH CAROLINA—{Contiivutd.)

COUNTIES.

Person
Pitt

Polk
Randolph . .

Richmond .

.

Robeson
Rockingham
Rowan
Rutherford..
Sampson . .

.

Stanly
Stokes
Surry
Tyrrel
Union
Wake
Warren . . . .

.

Watauga
Washington..

,

Wayne
Wilkes
Yadkin
Yancy

1856.

Fill

Total 36SS6

543
730
156
8.S6

176
673

1001
779
576
927
108
658
706
92

655
1472
S41
148
236

1172
3S0
4S3
616

279
570
I'M

1025
500
506
859
865
412
35S
731
331
862
277
236
7s9
78

868
864
208
993
694
208

48246

1S52.

Whiji.
Scon.

268
679

Unorga
1036
678
660
843
886
761
604
714

1081
1046
286

With Me
1032
167
With
802
286

1078
With
2.36

39058 S9744

471
602

nlzed.

277
146
782
S23
672
301
667
53

1237
937
87

cldenb'j

1357
691

Ashe.
210

1067
242

Surry.

857

1S4S.

ThvK.i.

346
636

1196
699
633
880
859
958
612
725

1014
1132
800
775

1028
156

Unorga
873
258

1060
Unorga

31m

518
479

225
71

545
766
560
126
741
14

912
852
96
945

1247
667

nized.

149
903

.
121

nized.

43550 3-1869

1S44.

275
634

1171
feli2

559
430
833
1310
533
530

10S4
996
283

Unorga
1044
128

829
254
1208

338

649
476

312
117
599
1022
586
296
878
43

1153
880
92

nized.

1374
810

124
911
ISl

427

89287

1840.

^yhig.

214
627

1344
820
579
547
942

1802
553

597
891

269
102
506
905
502
540
741

In Mont gomery.
1212
1191
8S0

1026
105

432
306

1450

415

46876

1061
812

1149
754

64
731
114

290

33782

Buchanan over Fillmore, 11,360 ; Pierce over Scott, 686 ; Taylor over Cass, 8,681 ; Clay over Polk, 8,945 ; Harrison
over Van Buren, 12,594. Mr. Hale received 59 votes in this State, in 1852, and Mr. Van Buren 85, in 1848.

TEITOSrESSEE.
COUNTIES.
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TENXESSEE-^Continued).

COUNTIES.

Marion
Monroe ,

Morgan
Maury
Montgomery ,

Marshall,
Macon
McNairy . . .

.

Madison
Overton ... ..

Obion
Polk ,

Perry
Rhea
Rhoane
Robertson ...

Rutherford...
Sevier .

Scott
Sullivan
Smith ,

Stewart
Sumner.
Shelby
Tipton
Van Buren.

.

Washington

.

Warren.
Wayne
AVhite
Williamson..
WUson
Weakley....

Total 66178

1S56.

Am.
Fillraore.

523
867
IG'2

1316
1368
649
559
969

1561
822
533
402
862
811
1028
1089
1469
921
156
548
1596
606
859
2114
424
103
828
411
714
808
1646
2186
859

444
1041
263
1823
944
1278
526

1125
981

1505
950
793
525
448
829
923

1368
164
224
1477
729
695

1894
2044
663
265

1834
1130
563
740
775

1134
1628

73638

1852.

Wliig.
Scott.

453
805
240
1324
1260
666
616
956

1426
845
431
272
325
800
820

1013
1495
621
804
260
1742
823
825

1824
857
107
565
844
666
949
1583
2248
783

Dem.
I'itrce.

292
847
222
1799
993

1340
374
967
819

1039
644
470
814
807
678
769

1313
60

100
1114
520
607

1563
1628
565
165
853
922
880
518
763
923
1149

58898 57018

1848.

Whig.
Taylor.

662
962
229

1516
1288
T30

Unorga
939

1562
467
857
367
433
298
998

1236
1754
787

Unorga
436
2380
574
922

1823
852
130
862
407
673
1064
1883
2517
669

64705 68419

Dem.
Cass.

836
960
187

1970
969

1408
nized.

786
737

1112
487
517
287
824
6T1
889

1439
57

nized.

1375
719
705
1994
1607
482
198

1016
1161
886
503
793
998
1080

1844.

Whig.
Clay.

503
859
211

1292
1271
685

773
1367
836
282
260
744
232
900

1193
1730
788

850
2328
519
881

1625
860
116
881
835
665
857

1936
2607
560

60030

Dem.
Polk.

881
1086
232

1988
1029
1398

741
768

1145
536
483
613
368
735
871
1500
78

1583
783
704
2017
1852
502
190

1225
1190
446
468
859

1042
1084

59917

1840.

Whig.
Harrison.

Dem.
Tan J{.

503
923
211

1497
1101
Unorga

906 1

1312
829
267

Unorga
781
209

1047
1167
1706
926

827
2657
457
794
950
573

Unorga
892
513
760
1201
2017
2550
528

368
928
161
2025
790

nized.

477
537
988
867

nized.

545
650

1475
45

1388
688
642

1738
681
588

nized.

loss
1944
266
886
681
870
723

60391 48289

Buchanan over Fillmore, 7,460 ; Scott over Pierce, 1,880 ; Taylor over Cass, 6,286 ; Clay over Polk, 113 ; Harrison
over Van Buren, 12,102.

XuOXJX&XA.y<IA^.

COUNTIES.

Ascension
Assumption . . .

.

Avoyelles
Bienville

Bossier
Oaddo
'alcasieu

.ildwell

>iborne

'oU
houla

.>,jordia

ve Soto
E. Baton Rouge
E. Feliciana....
Franklin
Iberville

Jackson
Jefferson
Lafayette
La Fourche . . .

.

Livingston
Madison
Morehouse
Natchitoches ...

Orleans
Orleans R. B. .

.

Ouachita
Plaquemine. . ..

Pt. Coupee
Rapides
Sabine
St. Bernard ....

St. Landry
St. Helena
St. Tammany .

.

Am.
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LOUISIANA—{Continued.)
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KENTUCKY— {_Continued.)

Liiurel

Lawrence . .

.

Letcher
Lewis
Lincoln
Livingston .

.

Logan
Lyon
Madison
Marion
Marshall
Mason
McCracken .

McLean ....

Meade
Mercer
Montgomery
Monroe
Morgan
Muhlenburg.
Nelson
Nicholas ....

Ohio
Oldham
Owen
Owsley
Pendleton...
Perry
Pike
Powell
Pulaski
Rock Castle.

Rowan
Russell
Scott

Shelby
Simpson ....

Spencer
Taylor
Todd
Trigg
Trimble
Union
Warren
Washington .

Wayne
Whitley
Woodford ...

Total

1856.

Pern.
Bucli'au.

403
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Ali£rAirSAS—{, ConUnued.)

COUNTIES.

Independence
Izard
Jackson
Jefferson
Johnson
Lafayette
Lawrence
Madison
Marion
Mississippi

Monroe
Montgomery .

Newton
Ouachita
Perry
PliUlips

,

Pike
Poinsett ,

Polk
Pope
Prairie ,

Pulaski
Randolph
Saline
Scott

Searcy.
Sebastian ... .

Sevier
St. Francis
Union
Van Buren
Washington . .

.

White
YeU

Total

1856.

612
94

436
SSI
113
120
2S3
79

126
121
129
45
82

501
44
464
• 47
73
No

163
229
566
67

213
9S
61

892
236
808
516
73

867
201
147

107S7 21910

J}etn.

Huch'an

S60
495
591
515
453
176
717
649
893
183
233
853
132
701
125
526
296
248

return.

563
893
739
416
404
215
803
802
523
493
626
805
917
403
883

1S52.

Whig.
Scoi't.

452
69

292
224
193
148
299
76
40
44
57
28
8

452
15

883
40
43
17
183
78

2S5
32

137
23
75

180
50
172
884
No

826
97

166

7404

612
226
835
806
884
170
417
274
187
88
93

111
79

496
83

873
168
132
94

825
170
419
95

277
83

197
283
125
807
531

return.

495
139
825

l'n73

184S.

Whiff.
Taylor.

422
No

194
195
194
85

289
87
49
118
113

Returns
2

571
29
No
67
44
17
240
41
488
50

147
61

No

103
208
658
95

877
43

137

Dem.
Cass.

403
return.

235
177
850
98

291
214
49
110
93

rejected.

64
428
80

return.

133
116
59
292
111
455
129
244
180

return.

195
200
635
1.36

480
60

186

7588 9800

1844.

Whiij.
Clay.

278

124
130
141
31

112
63
No
No
92

With Ho
16

220
83
280
No
29
No

241
Unorga
438
69

130
85

214
46
878
95
80

5504

885

184
147
431
70

267
866

return.

return.

73
tspring.

140
184
65

276
return.

171
return.

80S
nized.

528
851
219
167

801
269
409
121
729
123
249

9546

1840.

870
79

107
173
160
43

138
135
21

90
124

238
23
4

606
45
142
32

76
82

124
28

422
82

198
174
14S
109
824
25

214
258
112
73
44

247
87

130

263

499
252
185
112

maj. 50

197
246
173
151
620
40

5100

Buchanan over Fillmore, 11,123 ; Pierce over Scott, 4,769 ; Cass over Taylor, 1,712 ; Polk over Clay, 4,042

;

Van Buren over Harrison, 1,606.

3VEISSOXJItI.

COUNTIES.
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MJSSOum—(.Continued).

COUNTIES.

Gentry
Green
Grundy
Harrison
Henry
Hickory
Holt
Howard
Jackson
Jasper
Jefferson

Johnson
Knox
Laclede
Lafayette
Lawrence
Lewis
Lincoln
Linn
Livingston
McDonald
Macon
Madison
Maries ,

Marion
Mercer
Miller
Mississippi

Moniteau
Monroe
Montgomery .

.

Morgan
New Madrid ,

.

Newton
Nodaway
Oiage
Oregon
Ozark
Pemiscott
Perry
Pettis

Pike
Platte
Polk
Pulaski
Putnam
Rolls

Randolph
Ray
Reynolds
Ripley
St. Charles

St. Clair ,

St. Francois . .

.

St. Genevieve
St. Louis
Saline
Schuyler.
Scotland
Scott
Shannon
Shelby
Stoddard ....

Stone
Sullivan
Taney
Texas
Vernon
Warren
Washington..

.

Wayne
Webster
Wright

1856.

Dem.
ISuch'an.

Total 48524

896
1003
850
818
402
130
240
798
894
294
523
844
391
225
1293
858
642
572
383
430
61

485
855
67

1821
417
108
817
887
1012
603
227
295
236
183
219
37
51
111
207
432
1181
1040
412
68

257
534
606
744
82
41
583
210
401
808
6834
853
287
852
346
14

432
151

3
260
84
91
172
878
487
100
189
64

757
1029
835
495
869
838
409
867

1168
898
887
540
471
821
654
574
761
846
400
501
299
934
418
246
727
450
224
827
427
762
865
403
234
528
438
412
824
149
119
586
819
1113
1263
662
268
488
869
595
874
114
806
772
847
541
856
5534
599
472
632
222
40
873
815
137
553
888
479
802
869
578
287
468
267

1852.

Wliig.

Scott.

58164

133
484
215
111
266
75

189
675
728
169
172
860
210
71
803
168
898
440
249
251
63

355
117

Unorga
894
186
62

117
189
760
886
133
93
107
61

143
11
32
57

171
245
803
910
260
89
104
841
476
483

5
16
878
149
250
122
4298
514
177
216
59

207
116
17
127
11
95
63

801
360

tJnorga
95

233
920
184
164
245
194
291
762
858
855
810
456
255
184
582
890
408
587
282
821
194
473
259

nized.

751
186
279
168
853
611
265
278
82
823
111
872
95
57
84
213
801
758
1060
504
169
121
278
502
618
98
63

598
225
529
165

5826
443
222
283
97
9

828
177
94

277
168
167
153
801
»34
144

nized.

167

1848.

Whig.
Taj lor.

Dem.
Cass.

152
401
225
63

274
98

148
801
695
161
246
834
196

tJnorga
915
170
479
566
230
195

Unorga
860
231

1046
144
76

138
161
807
879
167
823
161
43
92

Unorga
69

Unorga
822
230
793

1102
281
124
74

897
607
509
21
14

477
148
285
142
4827
536
204
131
147
85

175
97

Unorg*
154
54
82

Unorga
851
473
91

72

29984 88853

825
187
144
289
224
248
888
954
294
811
451
197

nized.

585
874
479
696
297
873

nized.

470
377

797
183
373
181
466
561
186
842
168
461
143
812

nized.

113
nized.

889
265
784
1494
516
241
120
299
508
626
148
154
569
263
274
168
4778
438
192
240
217
54

263
196

nized.

250
825
185

nized.

836
423
245

181

1844.

Whig.
Clay.

Dem.
l*oIk.

Unorganized.
351 817
846 865

Unorganized.
280

I
283

Unorga
185

1013
614
115
827
367

Unorga

820
Unorga
380
578
209
198

827
183

nized.

378
969
852
242
349
511

nized.

576
nized.

403
683
494
851

457
899

1840.

1017
Unorga

74
Unorga
Unorga
792
859
262
298
189

Unorga
120

57

885
228
861
900
278
86

Unorga
422
596
599

Unorga
31
480
177
301
193

721
nized.

309
nized.

nized.

578
232
544
208
665

nized.

434

208

463
819
809

1356
636
82b

nized.

332
571
734

nized.

266
503
842
234
245

82671 40077

591
Unorga
817
258
57
244
115

Unorga
36

Unorga

864
613
86

97

81251

Whig.
Harrison.

446
nized.

442
480
271
209
823

nized.

297
nized.

841
588
866

486

Dan.
Van B.

171
Unorga

299
Unorga

753
457

Unorga
293
225

nized.

421

901
711

821
874

Unorga nized.

542
462

249

874
]52

827

815
844
167
363
178

Unorga

Unorga
1.%
733
469
241
196

400
515
432

15
586

Unorga
221
170
2515
375

543
285
48T

500
275

534

317

618
262
494
194
660

262
746
968
860
729

835
405
563

825
459

nized.

199
222
1874
822

41869

Unorganized.
284 500

Unorga.nized.
233 226

69

842
479
57

Unorga

22972

258

514
211

nized.

29760

Buchanan over FUlmore, 9,640; Pierce over Scott, 8,869; Cass over Taylor. 7,406; Polk over Clay, 10,118; Van

Curen over Harrison, 6,788.
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I 0-V7-A.. -wriscoi^siasr.

Adair
Adams
Appanoose
Allamakee.
Audubon .

.

Benton
Black Hawk
Boone
Bremer . .

.

Butler
Buchanan..
Cedar
Chickasaw

.

Clarke
Calhoun . .

.

Cass
Clinton
Claj-ton . .

.

Cerro G'rdo
Crawford .

.

Davis
Decatur . .

.

Dallas
Delaware..

.

Desmoines..
Dubuque .

.

Fremont . .

.

Fayette . .

.

Floyd
Franklin.

.

Greene
Guthrie
Grundy . .

.

Hardin ....

Harrison .

.

Henry
Howard . .

.

Iowa
Jackson . .

.

Jasper
Jefferson .

.

Johnson . .

.

Jones
Keokuk . .

.

Kossuth . .

.

Lee
Linn
Louisa
Lucas
Menona . .

.

Marion
Madison
Mahaska ..

Marshall .

.

Mitchell . .

.

Monroe. . .

.

Montgom'y
Mills

Muscatine .

Polk
Potawato'ie
Page . .

.

Poweshiek .

Kinggold .

Shelby ...

Scott
Story
Sac
Tama
Taylor ...

Union
Van Buren

.

Wapello . .

.

Warren . .

.

Wayne
Washington
Welister
Winneshiek
AVright

1856.

72
113
191
680
23

55S
566
203
827
223
709
1016
851

846
9

132
1245
1420
101
86

201
243
48T
SOI

133S
1322
166

1043
224
120
73

196
65

5S3
170
1767
207
492
1163
87S
IISS
1215
964
895
85

1780
1652
993
288
41

No re

580
1284
531
314
622
63

287
1091
1065
259
100
459
92
62

1675
232
25

470
119
102
1092
1093
855
133
1188
3S9
770
91

Buch. Fill.

27 4'

78 8,

854 487'

500 28
31

426
282
819
172
141
3*3
701
102
838
14
84

8.39

754
40
8

1014
583
319
600
1413
2427
203
452
124
33
117
205

2
195
124
76
6:

826
1332
455
1023
96i
668
830
12

2158
971
642

855
56

turn
519
940
199
1-35

603
58

153
895
888
353
171
255
62
19

1119
272
85
296
183
121
1396
1175
613
868
629
209
209
24

Total.... 439M 86170 91801

1852.

Scott.

No re

No re

247
142
Uno
80

No re

40
Uno
Uno
123
338

No re

20
Uno
No re

278
471
Uno
Uno
592
55
79
233
984
600
95

167
No re

Uno
No re

7

Uno
No re

No re

832
Uno
112
554
160
757
415
266
326
Uno
1379
522
468
80

No re

411
103
599
81

No re

204
No re

42
562
401
111

29
61

Uno

Pierce

turn.

turn.

835
123

i-g'd.

89
turn.

84
rg'd.

rg'd.

148
354

turn.

82
rg'd.

turn.

836
461

rg'd.

rg'd.

614
133
89

204
1154
1150
96
117

turn.

rg'd.

turn.

39
rg'd.

turn.

turn.

513
rg'd.

101

739
113
796
531
838
403

rg'd.

1708
592
868
85

turn.

489
150
541
52

turn
295

turn,

91

605
439
182
40
45

rg'd.

iNore'turn.

517 641
No re turn.

UnoTg'd.
No re turn.

9
turn,

1028
No re

981
683
95
63

473
No re

68
Uno

15856

762
82
59

869
turn.

68
rg'd.

25

102

1848.

Tavl'

13l

86

17763il604

Uno
Uno
44

Uno

22
Uno
Uno

21

205
Uno
Uno

Uno
168
134

rg'd.

d.

rg'd.

rg'd.

rg'd.

864
Uno
80
107
9.55

865
Uno
Uno
Uno

Uno
Uno

Uno
Uno
655

25
897
66

637
286
154
231

Adams
Bad Ax....

lis' Brown
rg'd. (Buffalo

I Chippewa...
43 Calumet....

rg'd.
J
Clarke . .

.

Columbia...
Crawford .

.

Dane
37! Dodge....

276 poor
rg'd.

[ Douglas . .

.

Dunn
FondduLac
Grant

207! Greene
18S Iowa

5 Jackson . .

.

Jefferson .

.

375! Juneau
rg'd. ( Kenosha. ..

26 (Kewaunee .

104 La Crosse..
1070 Lafayette .

.

764 c Lapointe .

.

rg'd.
5 Manitowoc.
Marathon...
Marquette..
Milwaukee.
Monroe
Oconto
Ozaukee...
Outagamie.
Pierce

469! Polk
Portage . .

.

59
j Racine

559 Richland ..

69 Rock
739 Sauk
859}Shawanaw..
207 (Sheboygan.
355 St. Croix...

( Trempeleau
1614 Walworth
883

j Washington
286 W'aukesha .

rg'd.
5 Waupacca..
Waushara .

Winnebago
Wood

d.

rg'd.

rg'd.

rg'd.

rg'd.

rg'd.

Total....

1848.

15001

1189
293
428
Uno
Unojrg'd
277 306
Uno rg'd.

402 400
Uno'rg'd.
Uno'rg'd.

ml 195^ Fremont over Buchanan, 13,247; Pierce over Scott,

Uno'rg'd. 11,418 ; Cass over Taylor, 1,254. In 1848, Mr. Van Buren
Unolrg'd. received 10,418 votes in this State.

395 377
185 234 i

Uno rg'd.

Uno rg'd.

20 20 (

Unorg'd.
\

385 366'

Unorg'd. >

CA-Xiir'OR.KriA..

Unorg'd.
Uno rg'd.

Uno rg'd.

Alameda
Amador ,

Butte
Calaveras ,

Colusi
926 978 ; Contra Costa.

.

570 584; Del Norte
Unorg'd. / El Dorado
Unolrg'd. (Fresno
840] 295; Humboldt....
Uno rg'd. ) Klamath
UnoTg'd. } Los Angeles .

.

/ Marin
) Mariposa

11084112093
; Mendocino...
Merced

Freninnt over Buchanan, 7,784 ; Pierce over Scott, 1,907 ;
' Monterey

Cass o\ er Taylor, 1,009. In 1843, Mr. Van Buren received i Napa
1,126 votes in this State. ' Nevada..

.

1856.

Frem't.

723
657
744
562
18

188
Uno

1891
1

103
82

521
151
165
With
14
220
157
1462

Buch'n.

729
1784
2501
2615
289
457

rg'd.

4048
218
204
832
721
850
1254

FiUm'e.

213
1557
1702
1504
305
288

2958
123
191
440
135
82

772

249
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CALIFORNIA—{Contintud.) TEXAS—{Continued.)

Placer
Plumas
Sacramento .

.

San Bernardi'o
San Diego . .

.

San Francisco
San Joaquin .

San Luis Obispo
San Mateo .

Santa Barbara
Santa Clara. .

.

Canta Cruz. . .

.

Shasta
SieiTa
Siskiyou
Solano
Sonoma
Stanislaus

Sutter
Tehama
Trinity

Tulare and
Buena Vista ..

Tuolumne
Yolo
Yuba

1856.

Frein*t. Buch'n. Fillm'e,

992
217
941
93
18

5089
648
107
'iSS

1S3
809
196
169
693
4(>4

1S9
882
21
92
44
ISS

i 23

1056
180
650

2808
1124
3438
314
173

5332
1285

83
282
176
576
820

1537
2506
2073
799

1515
436
491
4;36

1011

248

2936
553

3451

Total 20691 158365 36165 85407 40626

2096
865

3386
7

38
1598
1040
15

113
10

6V3
288

10S3
2205
1791
634
498
228
847
311
882

139

2112
683
2081

1852.

Scott. Pierce. Hale.

2295
Uno

3644
Uno
107

4167
1159
112
Uno
T8
827
186
75T

1348
4.59

808
267
Uno
214
Uno
683

82

2541
400
2077

2831
rg'd.

8280
rg'd.

105
4241
1198

11

rg'd.

104
799
806
971
1619
492
865
474

rg'd.

205
rg'd.

785

40

3132
850
2199

100

Buchanan over Fremont, 32,674; Pierce over Scott,

5,219.

T E 3C A. S.

Anderson ....

Angelina
Atascosa
Austin
Bowie
Bandera
Bastrop
Bell

Bexar
Bosque
Brazoria
Brazos
Brown
Burleson
Burnett
Camanche . .

.

Cass
Cherokee
Collin

Cooke
Caldwell
Calhoun
Cameron
Colorado
Comal
Coryell
Dallas
Denton
De Witt
Ellis

El Paso, Earth
Fannin
Falls

Fayette
Fort Bend
Freestone . .

.

Galveston
Oillespie

Ooliad
Oonzales. ...

Grimes
Guadaloupe...
Grayson
Harris
Hays
Hidalgo
Hill

18
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LATEST ELECTION RETURNS.
Maine—1859.
GOVERNOR.

roniiiie.1. Rep Pe
Morrill. Smith. .

Androacoggia 8090 2261
Aroostook . . . 740 SOS

;

Cumberland . 6S7G 5S51
franklin 2831 1949
Hancock 2'J07 . 19,05

1

Kennebec... 6293 8288
Lincoln 8868 4180
Oxford 4113 8348 \

Penobscot . . . 6235 4569
\

Piscataquis . 1488 996
;

Sagadahoc... 1885 996
Somerset 3902 2812 ^

Waldo 4429 8141
:

Washington.. 8168 2772
York 6086 5447;

Total 56361 44373:
Maj. for Morrill, 11,988

New-Hampshire—1859.
By Congressional Districts.

GOVERNOR.
Districts. Hep. Dem.
L Goodwin. Cat*.

Belknap 1724 1850 \

Carroll 2248 2330
;

Rockingham . 5799 5055
;

Stra£ford .... 8498 2679
;

Total 13269 11914
Maj. for Goodwin, 1,855.

;

II. Goodwin, Gate. <

HilLsborough.. 647€ 5461
:

Merrimac... 4885 4788

Total 11811 10249
Maj. for Goodwin, 1,062.

III. Goodwin. Cnte.

Cheshire 8448 2263
1

Coos 1256 1472
Grafton 4797 4T39

"'

Sullivan 2245 2165 \

Total 11746 10639

Maj. for Goodwin, 1,107.

Vermont—1859.
By Congressional Districts.

GOVERNOR.
Districts. Rep. Dem.

I. Hall. Saxe.

Addison 3042 543
Bennington.. 1866 1253
Rutland 8006 1070
Washington.. 299T 1676

Total 10911 4542

II. Hall. Sftxe.

Caledonia . . . 2217 1387
Orange 3052 2185
Windham.... 3137 950
Windsor 3428 1830

Total 11SS4 5802

III. Hal!. Saxe.

Chittenden .. 2537 819
fesex 541 428
FrankUn 2022 1230
Grand Isle ... 294 245
Lamoille 1513 546
Orleans 1715 88T

Massachusetts—1859.

GOVERNOR.
Coufitiea. Rep. Di^m. Am.

Banks. Butler. Briges.
\

Barnstable 1457 760 133 '

Berkshire. 8276 2C05 337
Bristol . . . 8:360 1831 2017

;

Dukes.... 227 195 94'
Eissex .... 8049 4532 1837
Franklin.. 2672 1470 200

;

Hampden. 3303 2646 458
Hampshire 2659 734 386 \

Middlesex 10688 6488 2609
;

Nantucket 249 107 93 '

Norfolk... 4478 2988 1911
Plymouth. 8284 1548 899

;

Suffolk . . . 5473 4434 2165
\\orcester. 9605 4999 1221

Total. .58780 8538414365
Banks over Butler, 23,446.

New.York-1859.

Connecticut—1860.

By Congressional District!.

GOVERNOR.
Districts. Rep. Dem.

I. Backin^ham. Seymour.
Hartford .... 8758 8972
Tolland 2558 2210

Total ... 11811 11182
Maj. for Buckingham, 129.

II. Buck. Scy.

Middlesex . . . 2942 8490
New-Haven.. 8709 9765

Total 11651 18265
Maj for Seymour, 1,604.

III. Buck. Scv.

New-London . 5672 5102
Windham . . . 8700 2586

Total 9372 7688
Maj. for Buckingham, 1,684

IV. Buck. Sev.

Fairfield 6921 7l'36

Litchfield.... 5203 4656

Total 12124 11792
Maj. for Buckingham, 882.

Buckingham's majority in

the State, 541.

Total.. .. 8622

Total State 31867

Maj. for Hall, 16,8

4155

14499

Khode Island—1860.
GOVERNOR.

Counties. Rev. Union.
Padeliord. SpraRue.

Bristol 622 644
Kent 1012 1460
Newport 1547 1542
Providence . . 6007 7287
Washington.. 1647 1412

Total 10835 12295
Maj. for Sprague, 1,460.

The opposition to Mr.
Padelford was composed of
Democrats, Americans, and
disaffected Republicans,
calling themselves Conserv-
atives.

Delaware—1858.
GOVERNOR.

Counties. 0pp. Dem.
Bockiria^ter. Burton.

Kent ia57 2024
Newcastle.. 8457 3416
Sussex 2240 2318

Total 75.54 7758
Burton's maj., 204.

Albany
Allegany
Broome
Cattaraugus .

.

Cayuga
Chautauqua..
Chemung
Chenango.. .

.

Clinton

Columbia
Cortland
Delaware
Dutchess
Erie
Essex
Franklin
Fulton
Genesee
Greene
Hamilton , . .

.

Herkimer . . .

.

Jefferson . . .

.

Kings
Lewis
Livingston . .

.

Madison
Monroe
Montgomery.

.

New-York . .

.

Niagara
Oneida
Onondaga....
Ontario
Orange
Orleans
Oswego
Otsego
Putnam
Queens
Rensselaer , .

.

Kichland
Rockland
Saratoga
Schenectady .

Schoharie
Schuyler
Seneca
Steuben
St. Lawence..
Suffolk

Sullivan
Tioga
Tompkins . . .

.

Ulster
Warren
Washington...
Wayne
Westchester..
Wyoming
Yates

Skc. state.

Rep.
Leaven-
worth.

7253
4771
8491
8973
6180
5590
2452
4482
8262
3946
8018
8600
5237

T466
2395
2292
2669
3809
2500
218

4426
6860
7971
2859
8215
4676
7065
2690

18272
8688

10288
8833
8571
4056
2848
7004
5469
1018
1315
5002
678
749

4.352

1719
25C8
1884
1903
5759
7846
1694
1670
8023
32S0
4084
2188
4735
4658
4330
3128
2236

Dem.
* Jones.

9216
2133'

29151

29001

8541
82111
2414,
86I4I

31S4|

4123
2084
8484'

5070'

9416,
1519'

2294
2446
2042
8253
896

2661'

5004
13042
1918
2676
2805
4798
8069
38462
8303
7306
6082
3104
4988
2230
4850
4912
1210
8540
7938
1669
1751
4417
1780
8605
1821
2863
4860
8347
2632
3102
2580
2514
5696
1683
2974
3210
6543
1812
1208

Comptroller.

Rep.
»Den-
niaton.

Dem.

Church.

8371
48S6
8597
4044
6410
6241
2432
4706
8832
4554
8120
4148
6684
9666
2443
2.344

2732
8588
2691
213

4510
6902
9446
2859
8591
4925
6970
8018
22088
4128
10400
9037
4877
4881
2859
6976
55U2
1088
1907
7424
1002
1051
4752
1981
2702
2143
2240
6089
8009
2110
2463
8147
3501
6039
2187
5185
4804
5172
8148
2247

8057
2022
2811

2796
3311
2559
2381
8393
3104
8513
1978
2934
4675
7204
1471
2243
2374
1750
8058
396

2572
4948

11431
1920
2299
2552
4S82
2800
84554
2839
7209
5897
2298
4618
2196
4809
4S79
1141
2937
5516
1300
1429
4017
1577
8402
1590
2026
4516
8186
2221
2304
2458
2296
4617
1680
2569
8057
5690
1787
1195

Total 251139 252589 1275952 227304 251784 251194

Prison Iksp.

Rep.

Forrest.

Dem,
•Elder-

kin.

7391
4766
8489
3970
6072
6583
2431
4482
8228
8977
8017
8604
6247
7582
2397
2292
2672
8309
2500
213

4438
6859
7910
2346
3220
4585
7108
2779
18331
8697
10322
8742
8571
4048
2914
7006
5472
1029
1885
4950
747
732

4360
2244
2508
1940
1919
5758
7701
1T06
1679
3015
8284
4040
2182
4737
4660
4:348

8115
2231

9038
2186
2916
2883
8631
3219
2438
3611
8206
4085
2083
8476
5058
9332
1517
2296
2437
2038
8250
896
2648
5006

12950
1921
2668
2091
4742
8080

38276
8282
7284
6202
8098
4985
2160
4845
4903
1198
&464
7902
1558
1746
4889
1311
3596
1796
2.343

4848
8464
2625
3088
2686
2613
5622
1685
2969
8210
6522
1816
1209

Jones' maj., 1450 ; Denniston's, 48648 ; Forrest's, 690.

AQGBKCATB TOTE FOB OTHER STATE OFFICERS.

Trea.mrer. . .Dersheimer * 275,587 ; Vanderpoel, 2J6,?55—48,832
AWV (Jen' I. Myers* 276,792; Treraain, ...227,345—49,447

Slate £)igV. Storey, 250,880; Richmond,*.252,312— 1,432

Ginnl (;o»i..Chapm, 251,449 ; Skiiuier,*. . .251,777— 328
Jndae n/Ap.'Da.\-ics* 272,275 ; Johnson 227,171-45,104

CUrlc of ^;j.Hughes,» .... 275,286 ; Lewis 227,355—47,931

The above are the actual returns sent from the various coun-
ties of the Stat« to the State Department at Albany ; but in

consequence of informality in some of the returnB, the officially

declared result, on a number of candidates, varies from the

actual. The vole for Forrest is declared at 243.430 ;
Elderkin,

237 579 ; Storey, 246.041 ; Richmond, 2.50,247 ; Chapin, 245,976 ;

Davtes, 265,668 ; Johnson, 223,525 ; Lewis, 221,084.

• Nominated and supported by the American, or"BftIance ofPower"
Party.



ELECTION RETURNS—N. JERSEY, PEXX., MARYLAND AND VIRGINIA. 241

New-Jersey—1859.

GOVERNOR.
DiKiricts. 0pp. Dem.

L Olden. Wright.

Atlantic 853 740
Camden ... 2324 2339
Cape Jlay .

.

510 497
Cumberland. 1S30 1635
Gloucester.. 1477 1206
Salem 2051 19S1

Total 9105 S39S!
Majority for Olden, 707. !

II. Olden. Wright. I

Burlington.

.

4743 3392
Mercer 8oS7 29S1
Monmouth.. S005 3451 i

Ocean 1-341 730 1

Total 12681 10561
Jlaj. for Olden, 2,120.

III. Olden. Wright,

Hunterdon... 2726 3415
Widdlese-x . . 8253 2497
Somerset . . . 2011 1S3S
R'arren .... 2116 2S42

F£2rXSYZ rAXIA.

COSGRESS—{Continual.)

-l»i.v(,,V/«. fTi.jwi. Dem.
IV. MillwarJ. Phillips.

Ward 13.... 1(!91 846
"

14.... 1940 864
"

15.... 1976 132S
"

19 part 506 750
" 20 ... 1S20 1129
" 21 part 820 240
"

2.3 part 405 316
" 24... 1091 978

Total 9749 6451
Broom, Am., 253.

MilUv'd over PliiU's, 8,293.

V. Wood. JoneiL

Ward 21 part 923 660
" 22.... 1543 777
" 23 part 1203 76S

1

Montg'ry Co. 6032 5014 i

Total 10106 1062
Maj. for Wright, 516.

|

IV. Olden. Wrieht. I

Bergen 1262 151S
Morris 3076 813S
Passaic 2463 1S70
Su3se.>c 1842 252S

Total 9701 7209 i

Maj. for Wood, 2,492.

VI. Erootnfill. Manlev.
Chester 23SS 4021
Delaware... 22SS 1164

PEii^NSTLYAmA.
\

CONGRESS—(Con(inu«?.) '

DUtiii-ts. Unirm. r>em.\
XV. Hale. White.

,

Sullivan 814 489
Potter 1043 4SS

I

Total 9238 7849'
Maj. for Hale, 1,889.

XVI. Juniio. Fisher. '

Cumberland 2560 2768
\

Perry 1943 14S3 ^

York 4133 4349 '

Total 8646 8600'
Jlaj. for Junkin, 46.

XVIL McPherson.Rei!lT. '

Adams 2295 2169'
Bedford 1S59 1974!
FrankIm S3S4 8060 <

Fulton 575 713!
Juniata 1235 1165 i

Total. ... 8643 9054
Maj. for Wright, 411. s

V. Olden. Wright.
{

Essex 7683 7454
j

Hudson .... 8131 8726 '

Union 1766 1S9U
j

Total 12780 13079
Maj. for Wright, 299.

TOTAL TOTE OF STATE.
j

Olden, 53,815
Wright, 51,714

Maj. for Olden,. . 1,601

Pennsylvania—1858.

CONGRESS.
Dixtiirts. Union. Dem

L Rvan. Florence.

Wardl 1527 14-31
" 2 14S1 1414
" 3 .... 873 1027
" 4 720 1387
" 5 part 312 449
" 7 1574 1115

Total 6492 6823
j

Nebinger, Anti-Lecomp-
j

ion Dem., 2,442.

Florence over Eyan, S31. i

n. Morris. Martin,
j

Ward 5 part 613 637
" 6... . 926 817
" 8 11.34 878!
" 9 .... 1162 896
" 10 1813 802

Total 5653 4030
Maj. for Morris, 1,623.

UI. Verree, I.andv. )

Ward 11.... 98T 872
" 12.... 1132 831
" 16.... 1284 1126

i

" 17.... 934 18.36
" 18.... 1667 973
" 19 part 973 696

Total 697T 5834
Keed, Am., 52.

Verree over I.andy, 1,14-3.

Total 4676 5185
Hickman, A. L. D., 6,786.
Hick'uoverManley 1,601.

VII. Longnecker. Roberts.

Bucks 5235 5122
Leliigh 80s9 2964

Total 8-324 8076
Maj. for Longnecker, 248.

VIIL Schwartz, Jonea.
Berks 7321 7302

Maj. for Schwartz, 19.

I.X. Stevens. Hopkins.
Lancaster. . . 9513 6341

M.ij. for Stevens, 3,172.

X. Killinger. Weidle.
Dauphin.... 3255 22S1
Lebanon ... 2712 1460
Union 1318 787
North'ld, pt. 160 27
Snyder 1452 1034

Total.... 8*97 5589
Maj. for Killinger, 3,308.

XI. Campbell. Dewart.
Xorthumb'ld 1602 1825
Schuylkill... 551 3035

Total 715;? 4860
Coke, A. L. D., 3,141.
Cam'l over Dewart, 2,766.

XII. Scranton, McReyn's.
Columbia.... 1907 1442
Luzerne.... 6193 8262
Montour 990 584
Wyoming... 933 898

Total 10023 61 86
Maj. for Scranton, 3,837.

(

XIII. Shoemaker. Dimmick.
)

Carbon 16:38 1126;
Monroe 783 1261
Northampton 2275 2992 J

Pike 179 491
Wayne 1791 2139

Total 6566 8009
j

Maj. for Dimmick, 1,443. )

XIV. Grow. Parkhnrst.
Bradford 4774 920 )

Susquehanna 3180 18.59
{

Tioga 3211 580
J

)

Total 11165 8359!
Jlaj. for Grow, 7,806.

|

XV. Hale. MTiite.

Centre 2651 1911
Clinton 1370 1294
Lycoming . . 2484 2023
Milhln 1471 1139

Total... . 9343 90S1
Maj. for McPherson, 257.

XVIIL Blair. Pershing.

Blair 2798 1567
Cambria ... 1700 2273
Huntingdon. 2115 1261
Somerset . .

.

2501 1578

Total.. .. 9114 6679
Jlaj. for Blair, 2,435.

XIX. CoTode. Foster.

.\rmstrong.. 24-..'o 2001
Indiana 8035 1585
Westmorel'd 3797 4629

Total... . 9257 8165
Jlaj. for Covode, 1,092.

XX. Knight. Montgo'
Fayette .... 1275 8299
Greene 731 2156
Washington. 8792 3799

Total 5798 9254
Jlaj, for Jlontgo'ry, 8,456.

XXI. Moorhead. Bnrke.
AUeghenj-, pt. 6539 4879

Jlaj. for Sloorhead, 1,660.

XXII. McKnight. Birmin'm.
Allegheny, pt. 29-35 217
Butler 2503 285

Total 5433 502
AVilliams, Anti-Tav,%1l^Z.
McK. over Wms., 1,535.

XXm. Stewart, McGnffin.
Beaver 1871 1126
Lawrence... 1961 615
Jlercer 2899 2036

Total 6721 8777
Jlaj. for Stewart, 2,944.

XXIV. Hall. Gillis.

Clarion 1553 2019
Clearfield... 1023 1445
Elk 395 479
Forrest No return.
Jefferson . .

.

1371 1049
JIcKean.... 8^5 479
Venango . .

.

1953 1671
Warren .... 1765 909

Maryland—1859.
CONGRESS.

ZXstiictn. Ojip. Dm.
I. Cojt. Stewart

Caroline 814 793
Dorchester .. 1182 1220
Queen Anne's 901 967
Somerset .... 1500 1426
Talbot 709 989
Worcester . . . 1278 1534

Total 6:3S4 6934
Jlaj. for Stewart, 550.

U. Webster. McHenrv.
Bait. Co., pt.. 1690 1760
CarroU 2433 2297
Cecil 2044 1970
Harford 2095 1647
Kent 836 769

Total 9093 8443
Maj, for Webster, 655.

III. Harris. Preston,
Bait. City, pt. 8026 2654
Bait. Co., pt.. 1591 1672

Total 9617 4226
Maj. for Harris, 5,-391.

IV. Darig. Harrisniv
Bait. Citv, pt.l0168 2796

Jlaj. for Davis, 7,372.

V. Hoffman. Kunkel.
Alleghany . . . 2201 2289
Frederick 3673 3718
Washington . 2842 2842

Total 8716 8849
Jlaj. for Kunkel, 133.

VI. Hagner. Hughes,
Anne.irundel 1107 1082
Calvert 4^39 4-12

Charles 675 6-32

Howard 762 843
Jlontgomery. 1177 1304
Prince Geo.'s 842 985
St. Mary'a ... 462 1014

Total 5354 6302
Jlaj. for Hughes, 948.

LEGISLATURE—1 857.

SENATE..Amer , 15; Dem., 7
HoDSE...Amer.,44; Dem., 29

Total 8905 8111
Jlaj. for Hall, 794.

XXV. Babbitt. Marshall.

Crawford.... 8140 20-33

Erie 8220 2OS0

Total 6360 4113
Jlaj. for Babbitt, 2,247.

In 1859, the Opposition, or
People's Party Ticket for

State officers, was elected by )

17,000 to 1,800 majority. <.

LEGISLATURE—lS59-'60. (

Senate .0pp., 21 ; Dem., 12 (

House.. 0pp., 67; Dem., 83 S

Virginia—1859.
GOVERNOR.

Districts. Opp. Dem.
I, Goggin. Letcher.

Accoraac 763 675
Elizabeth City 214 164
Esse-x 325 270
Gloucester... 383 865
James City . . Ill 81
King and Queen 271 429
Lancaster ... 158 lOT
JIatthews 815 253
Jliddlesex.... 179 214
New Kent ... 2-39 132
Northampton, 227 153
Northumber'd 103 194
Richmond Co. 296 261
Warwick .... 60 81
Westmoreland 444 146
Williamsburg. 40 55
York 171 102

Total 4;307 3632
Maj. for Goggin, 725.

Muscoe H. R. Gamett,
Dem., elected to Congress
without opposition, .

II.
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VIRGINIA.

GOVERNOK— ( ro/i<(Hi(«;.

)

DM'icts. 0pp. nnn.
II. Goirsin. Letcher.

Norfolk C'^.... 591 881

Portsmouth... C78 5.37

Prince George 187 2(57

Princess Anue 867 864
Southampton 5o0 493
Burry 104 167
Sussex 12T 291

Total 4404 403S '

Maj. for Goggin, 366.

John S. Millson, Z>em.,
elected to Congress without \

opposition.

III. GofTffin. Letcher.

Caroline 619 502
Chesterfield.. 681 779!
Goochland... 234 259
Hanover .... 572 689
Henrico 1248 850
King AVUliam. 148 818
Louisa 496 897
Eichm'dCity. 2043 15S8

Total 5941 5382;
Maj. for Goggin, 559.

Daniel C. Dejarnette, Ind.
Dem.., elected to Congress,
over John S. Caskie, regular

\

Dem., by 100 majority.

IV. Gopein, Letcher.

Amelia 203 204

!

Brunswick.... 188 482
Charlotte .... 406 403
Cumberland.

.

252 204 \

Dinwiddle ... 230 267
Lunenburgh.. 179 433
Mecklenburg. 384 606
Nottoway.... 195 178
Petersburg... 944 636!
Powhattan... 136 132
Pr'ce Edward 271 816

Total 8888 8861
Maj. for Letcher, 473.

William 0. Goode, Dem.,
elected over Flournoy, Ind.
Dem. Mr Goode died be-

fore taking his seat, and his

place was filled by the elec-

tion of Roger A. Pryor, Dem,.

V. Gopsrin. Letcher.

Appomattox

.

263 470
Campbell.... 1385 1129
Franklin .... 1010 884
Halifax 353 758
Henry 576 419
Patrick 503 593
Pittsylvania.. 1396 1107

Total 5491 5360
Maj. for Goggin, 131.

Thomas S. Bocock, Dem.,
reelected to Congress, with-

out opposition.

VL Goepln. Letcher.

Albemarle... 1303 931
Amherst 732 654
Bedford 13S6 815
Buckingliam.. 535 467
Fluvanna.... 482 826
Greene 126 887
Madison 132 586
Nelson 739 383

Total 5435 4549
Maj. for Goggin, 886.

Shelton P. Leake, Ind.
Dem., elected to Congress
oy 1,550 maj. over Powell,
»egular De7n.

VIL Goptrin Letcher.

Alexandria . . 874 620
Culpeper 407 475
Fairfax 69 717

VIRGINIA.

GOVERNOR—(Co)i^mufd.)

NORTH CAROLINA.

Distri<-ti.

VII.

Fauquier . .

King George.
Orange..
Prince Wm..

.

Rappah'nock.
Spottsylvania

Opp.
Gopirin.

931
. 205
, 426
, 251

509
498

Stafford 299

Total

.

5181

Dm).
Letcher.

1020
196
879
712
4C3
5S8
507

5677

) VIR<}INIA.
> GOVERNOR—(ro«(i)ii<ef?.) \ CONGRESS-
) I)Ut icU. Opp. I)fm ) Di'tiicls. Opp.
> XI. Gcprin. Letcher. ) II. Scattering
> Wirt 136 802 ' Beaufort 14C
i Wood 836 660 i

Carteret —
. ) Craven 80

Total 6928 9115 ^ Edgecomb ... 4

Maj. for Letcher, 2,187. }
Greene 50

Elbert G. Jenkins, Dem., / Hyde 16
elected to Congress by 1,838 ' Jones 59

majority over Laidley, Opp. \
Lenoir 17

Goppin. Letch Onslow

.

Shackelford, Ind. Dem., < Alleghany . . . 210

received 430 votes for Con- )
Boone 150

gress.

Maj. for Letcher, 496.

Wm. Smith, Dem-., elected

to Congress by 302 maj.

VIIT, Gope*in. Letcher.

Berkeley .... 8S3 1057
Clarke 252
Frederick 8S8
Hampshire . . 701
JeCferson 8.57

Loudoun 1798
Morgan 274
Page 1-30

Warren 215

Total 5993 6889
Maj. for Letcher, 891.

Alex. R. Boteler, Opp.,
elected to Congress by 167
majority.

Botetourt 486
;ciay 90
' Craig 92

;
Fayette 846

. Floyd 522
' Giles 463
I Greenbrier .

.

869

371
(J

Logan 94

1124 ^Mercer 557

1063 I Monroe 845

S75 ( Montgomery. 615

722 \
Nicholas 864

261 ( Pocahontas... 134

960 ^Raleigh 381

456 ( Roanoke 283
Wayne 269
Wyoming.... 170

355 )
I*'" *^1

292 > Wayne 11

714:

{Continued.)

Drm.
Ruffln.

337
202
875
867
2S5
183
140
810
897
509
827

49
256
885
839
852
779
480
429
672
888
803
419
148
409 S

320 '

78

Total 476 48S2
) Maj. for Ruffin, 3,900.

> III. •ilcDnffie. Window.
;
Bladen 192 383

) Brunswick . . . No return.
' Columbus .... 92 272
'Cumberland.. 404 1089
Duplin 67 780

^
New-Hanover 90 789
Richmond ... No return.

' Robeson — 325

\
Sampson 104 598

Total 6960 7167

Total 949 4186
Maj. for Winslow, 8,237.

* Independent Democrat,

IV. Sande

Maj. for Letcher, 207.

IX.



£i,i;:CTION llETURNS—GEORGIA, LOUISIANA AND TEXAS. 243

XORTH CAROLINA.

CONGRESS—(Co"(

Oi'p.

GEORGIA.

IHM'iU.
vni.

Cherokee CTo

Haywood SOT

Henderson... 631

Jackson 245

Macon 4S9

Madison 3-4

McDowell ... 476

Polk 157

Kutherford .. 7tiT

"Watauga 321

Wilkes 1190

Yancy -lliS

Total S026

ued,)

Coleman.
393

U
ensCRESS—(Continvel)

0pp.
Dou^-Hhs. Crawfoi

Webster 275 216'
449 ) Wilco.x 8 259

i

514 5 Worth 109 272'
370 5

Total ft437 8279 i

Bethune, Ind., received

J
417 votes for Congress.

Crawford over Douglas,
; 1,842

in.
616

^ Bibb 908
^ Butts 325

6331 S Crawford 243
Harris 683
Houston 534
Monroe 6;33

i, Pike 423
86957 ) Spaulding ... 445

Hardeman. Spoor.

Maj. for Vance, 1,695.

TOTAL VOTE ©F THE STATE,

Oppofifioii.

Cong., '59 ... . 0pp.,.

Gov'nor, '53...McUae, 3yy65 > Talbot 5W
S
Taylor 320

Conff, '59 . . . .Dem., .. 4:3928

Gov'nor, 'oS.. . Ellis. . . 56222

Dem. maj. on Congress,

6,971; EUis, 16,257.

' Upson 563

879 <

881

;

896
453 <

556;
580 <

618
474 <

492
I

362 (

292 <

TotiU 5636 5483

Maj. for Hardeman, 153.

IV. WrisM. Gartrell.
'

Goorgia-1859.

COXGKKSS.

L Mcbityre.

Appling 37
Berrien W'>
Brooks .... 2>9

Brvan.. 12S

Bulloch 21

Camden 43
Chatham (i49

Charlton 11

Clinch 10 >

Coffee 41
Colquitt 84
Echola 49
Kifingham. . .

.

2.:i4

Emanuel 131

Glynn 41
Irwin
Johnson 146
Laurens 1^7
Liberty 115
Lowndes 210
Mcintosh .... 72
Montgomery.
Pierce
Tattnall
Telfair 140
Thomas 428
Ware 44
Wayne 22

Total 3SS1

Maj. for Love, 3,366.

259
19

170

Dftn.
Love.

448
345)
800
152
569)
137

;

6:^6 >

190
201 $

279 >

144'

132
''

170 ;

465 .

176 '

200

;

130 >

235 '

218^
236 '

144;
55:
199
291 i

192
477

,

231 )

125;

Campbell 3S9
Carroll 443
Clayton 283
Cobb 552
Coweta 477
De Kalb 303
Fayette 315
Fulton 899
Heard 337

) Henry 653
Merriwether

.

592
Troup 750

777 <

1169 <

357!
1180 <

77
703 (

544J
1221

,

565 <

598;
672!

816!

8877;

GEORGIA.
\

CONGRESS—(CondnueoT.) I

DM icts. 0pp. Dnn. '

VII. Hill. Harper.
\

Baldwin 813 885
Greene 629 247 '

Hancock 391 269 '

Jasper 449 3S3 !

Jones l59 282
Morgan 382 189:
Newton 723 745

:

Putnam 2^3 3-32

Twiggs 107 325
Wfifihingtsn.. 573 639
Wilkiuson 393 557

Total.... 4492 4353;
Maj. for HUl, 139. <

VUL Wricht. Jones.
(

Burke 351 514 (

Columbia 417 4o7 '[

Elbert 413 618,
Glascock .... 64 232'
Jefferson 4M 839
Lincoln 186 220

!

Oglethorpe ... 375 468
Richmond ... 1103 920'

Scriven 259 !

Talliaferro . . . 211
Warren 345 <

Wilkes 829 J

4912Total 4507
Maj. for Jones, 405.

TOTAL VOTE OF THE STATE.
Opp'..!lw,i.

Governor .Akm 421 95 '

C'o«£r/'«s«. .Opposition36419

I)euvn<
Governor .Brown. . .. 63806
Congre.ss. .Dem., 61134

Majori's.—Brown, 21,611

;

Congress, 24,715. !

LOUISIANA.
CONGRESS—(Cwidnued.)
Diyfiirts. 0pp. Dem.

III. Cauuun. Davidson.
Washington 60 420
W. Baton Rouge — 162
W. FeUciana... 22 268

Total 726 62S3
Maj. for Davidson, 5,562.

IV. Jone^. Landrnm.
Bienville 127 799
Bossier 130 584
Caddo 320 822
Calcasieu Rejected.
Caldwell 55 198
Claiborne 'JO 957
De Soto 33 64.3

Franklin 320 202
Jackson 150 754
Lafayette 3 278
Morehouse 303 412
Nachitoches . . . 440 708
Ouachita 103 429
Rapides 502 889
Sabine Rejected.
St. Landry Rejected.
Union 392 763
Vermillion Rejected.
Wmn ISO 880

Total 3220 SS23
Maj. for Landrum, 5,003.

TOTAL VOTE OF THE STATE.
Opposlli:,,.

Governor... y\'e\ia... 15587
Lt. Gov. .. .Ray .... 10047
See. State .

.

Blake . . . 15156

Demon;tts.
Governor.. ."Moore . . 244-34

Lt. Gov. ...Hvams.. 24913
Seo. State . . Hardy . . 25142

Total 6063

Maj. for Gartrell, 2,824.

V.

Cass.
Catoosa
Chattooga . .

.

Cherokee
Dade

Shackelford. Underw'd.
151

80
223
109
13

Fannin 339

Louisiana—1859.

CONGRESS.
Distridi. 0pp. Dem.

Bouliirny. LaSere,

7247

Floyd
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TEXAS.

CONGRESS—<(:b»<«ii«'(?.)

Difitricls. Ind. Dcin.

I. Ochiltree. Rf«p:in,

Tyler 30 525
Dpshur 1G2 730
Van Zandt 36 840
(Vise 81 239
Wood 76 558
Young — 93

Total 3464 2397T

Maj. for Reagan, 20,513;
do. for Houston, independ-
ent candidate for Governor,
4,354:.

II. Hamilton. Waul.
Atascosa . . 172 90
Austin 355 533
Bandera 18 26
Bastrop 35S 424
Bee No return.

Bell 318 274
Bexar 766 991
Blanco 118 42
Bosque 12T 53
Brazoria 118 309
Brazos 118 82
Brown 27 1

Burleson 373 289
Burnett 285 93
Caldwell 295 802
Calhoun 146 179
Cameron 4 418
Colorado 857 273
Comal 36 89
Comanche 100 25
Coryell 208 101
DeWitt 904 281
Ellis 308 271
El Paso 57 207
Earth. 209 23
Falls 218 112
Fayette 666 551
Fort Bend 173 172
Freestone 250 805
Galveston 837 400
Gillespie 69 147
GoUad 198 133
Gonzales 450 427
Grimes 419 254
Guadaloupe.... 229 818
Hamilton 43 7
Harris 836 598
Hays No return.

Hidalgo 3 227
Hill 216 170
Jackson 141 57
Johnson a49 134
Karnes 150 81
Kerr 31 32
Lapassas ..... 212 64
Lavacca 329 8.30

Leon 374 879
Limestone 218 335
Live Oak 36 60
Llano 81 76
McLennan 848 228
Madison 168 98
Mason No return.

Matagorda 63 168
Medina 68 199
Milam 817 208
Montague — —
Montgomery... 262 177
Navarro 870 801
Nueces 225 139
Palo Pinto 151 28
Parker 495 193
Presideo No return.

Refugio No return.

Robertson 229 185
San Patricio ... 17 81
San Saba 158 14
Starr No return.

Tarrant 448 233
Travis 595 428
Uvalde No return.
Victoria No return.

Walker 435 345

TEXAS.

CONGRESS—(a>n«nued.)

Districts. Jiid. Deni.
II. Hamilton. Waul.

Washington ... 641 678
Webb 116
Wharton 82 119
Williamson 458 204
Zapata 42 130

Total 17198 16007

Maj. for Hamilton, 1,191

;

do. for Houston, 4,373.

Hamilton ran as an inde- '

pendent Democrat. Hardin
R. Runnells was the regular •

Democratic Candidate for
\

Governor. Runnells beat

!

Houston, for the same office,

two years before, by 9,805
majority.

TOTAL VOTE OP THE STATE.

Independents.

Governor . ."Roxxiton, 86227
Lt. Gov Clark,... 81458
C. VdOffice Crosby... 28328
Congress. . .Indep'nt 20662

DemocraUi.

Governor. .Runnells, 27500
Lt. Gov Lubbock, 80325
C. VdOffice White. . . 83308
Congress. . .Dem., ... 39984 i

Major's.—Houston, 8,727

;

Clark, 1,133 ; White, 4,975

;

Tennessee.—1859.

CONGRESS.
District.'. 0]ip. Dem.

I. NeiBon. Haynes.
Carter 812 842
Cocke 945 587
Greene 1062 2026
Hancock 867 641
Hawkins — 174
Jefiferson 1602 654
Johnson 547 218
Sevier 1058 261

Sullivan 542 1589
Washington.... 996 1335

Total ,.7931 7827

Maj. for Nelson, 104.

II. Maynard. Ramsav.
Anderson 889 844
Campbell 451 640
Claiborne 775 676
Fentress No return.

Grainger 1206 743
Knox 2593 916
Morgan 248 280
Overton 864 1431
Scott No return.

Total 6476 4930

Maj. for Maynard, 1,546.

III. Brabson. Smith.

Bledsoe 492 330
Blount 1273 723
Bradley 795 1028
Cumberland—with Bledsoe.

Hamilton 1231 918
Marion 481 893
Meigs 150 610
Monroe 943 1067
McMinn 1054 1094
Polk 879 742

Rhea 348 431

.Roane 1044 889
SSdquatchie 179 188

I
Total 8372 8318

I Maj. for Brabson, 59.

TE2^NESSEE.

CONGRESS—(ron(mu«i.

)

Difiiicts. ^VP. Tfein.

IV. Stokea. Savage.

Coflfee 447 909
DeKalb 825 753
Grundy 66 885
Jackson 1426 1043
Macon 556 437
Smith 1598 674
VanBuren 153 166
Warren 528 1048
White 1084 750

Total 6633 6100
Maj. for Stokes, 473.

V. Hatton. •Read v.

Cannon 520 860
Rutherford ....1452 1531
Sumner 810 1642
WilUamson 1609 728
Wilson 2323 1083

Total 6719 5844

Maj. for Hatton, 875.

* Independent, supported by the

Democrats.

VI. Thomas.
Bedford „• 1450
Franklin % 1540
Lincoln ^ 2893
Marshall "g 1472
Maury « 2168

Total §, 9023

Dem. maj. for Gov., 4,278.

VIL Gibbs. Wripht.
Benton 29 882
Decatur 229 512
GUes 259 1569
Hardin 389 958
Hickman 89 1119
Humphreys 204 735
Lawrence 258 949
Lewis 5 253
McNairy 881 1170
Perry 208 555
Wayne 210 678

Total 2711 9880

Maj. for Wright, 6,669.

VIII. Quarles. Menees.

Cheatham—with Davidson.
Davidson 83*3 2462
Dickson 44T 837
Montgomery ... 1370 1 015
Robertson 1243 1120
Stewart 551 802

Total 6994 6236

Maj. for Quarles, 758.

IX. Etherirlee. Attins.

Carroll 1720 1023
Dver 736 665
Gibson 1967 1385
Henry 1019 1844
Henderson 1315 799
Lauderdale .... 464 419

j

Obion 682 1072 <

Tipton 875 607
Weakley 1159 1616

Total 9487 9480

Maj. for Etheridge, 7.

X. Sneed. Avery.

Fayette 921 929
Hardeman 600 1108)
Haywood 778 903;
Madison 1862 876;
Shelby 1987 2138)

Total 5648 5954

Maj for Avery, 806.
j

Cunin, Jwl., received 286

votes for Congress. '

TENNESSEE.
\ TOTAL VOTE OF THE STATE.

) Oppo.titjon.
I Gov Netherland. .68213
i Cong Opposition . .60921

\
Demorrais.

\
Gov Harris 76226

) fwi^... .Democratic. 73079

) Majorities.—Harris, 8,008

;

) Dem. maj. on Cong., 12,158.

LEGISLATURE—1859.
Senate.. .0pp. ,11; Dem., 14
HoDSE....Opp.,34; Dem., 41

Zentucky-1859.

CONGRESS.
SistricUi. 0pp. I>em.

I. Morrow. Burnett.

Ballard 97 718
Caldwell ISO 681
Calloway 118 1221
Crittenden 234 753
Fulton 140 442
Graves 277 1429
Hickman 45 671
Hopkins 166 1316
Livingston 251 426
Lyon 48 433
Marshall 34 916
McCracken .... 217 699
Trigg 123 978
Union 818 857

Total 2248 11540
Maj. for Burnett, 94^92.

II. JacV&on. Peyton.

Breckinridge... 9'21 708
Butler 509 555
Christian 9SV 1057
Daviess 1242 1448
Grayson 5^ 690
Hancock 421 474
Henderson 873 896
McLean No return.

Mechlenburg . . 8S3 1070
Ohio 793 1141

Total 7199 7989
Maj. for Peyton, 740.

III. Briatow. Sale,

Allen 547 709

Barren 1697 1386
Edmonson No return.

Hart 459 733
Logan 1453 464
Monroe 663 581
Simpson 407 5C7
Todd 726 426
Warren 1212 789

Total 7164 5575
Maj. for Bristow, 1,589.

IV. Anderson. Ohrisman.

Adair 547 1097
Boyle 789 803

Casey 696 448
Clinton 812 578
Cumberland... 652 868
Greene 482 681

Lincoln 935 440
Pulaski 1214 1375
Russell 479 482
Taylor 357 64S
Wayne 741 831

Total 7204 7201
Maj. for Anderson, 3.

V. Jewett, *Brown,

Anderson 594 471
Bullitt 809 509
Hardin 732 9ta

Larue 493 861
Marion 540 965
Meade 887 500

* Independent Democrat,
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KENTUCKY. Missouri—1858.
CONGRESS—(O

THsiiii-ta. O^^V'

Mercer 35S
Nelson 49T
Spencer 3U6
Washington 900

ed.)

Jewett. Brown. ,

CONGRESS.
DMi icU

1168 (

999'

380;
609 <

Barrett

7057

Total 5066 69271
Maj. for Brown, 1,S61. <

VI. Adamft. Garrar<1. <

Breathitt 299
Cla.v 418
Estill 556
Floyd 427
Garrard 812
Harlan 490
Jackson 170
Johnson 54
Knox 807
Laurel 429
Letcher 223
Madison 1207
Owsley 456
Perry 265
Pike 277
Rock Castle ... . 499
Whitley 715

Total 8164
Maj. for Adanis, 923.

VII. Mnllorv.

Henry 646
'

Jefferson 4256
Oldham 353
Shelby 1161

Total 6416
Maj. for Mallory, 741.

Vlir. Harlnn. SI

Bourbon 965
Fayette 1410
Franklin 863
Harrison 926
Jessamine 598
Nicholas 737
Scott 732
Woodford 634

394
511
493
673
370
213
132
760
814
374
227
943
314
270
664
246
343

7241

St. Louis 6031

Breckinridge, Am., 5668.

Barrett orer Blair, 426.*

• Contested by Frank Blair, who
finally obtained the seat; but re-
eigaed and referred the matter
back to the People.

DiMriiis. 0pp. Dem.
Henderson. Anderson.

Audrain 412
Boone 481
Calloway 367
Lincoln 4C2
Marion 956
Monroe 526
Montgomery.. 441
Pike ".. 1122
Ralls 373
St. Charles... 669
Warren 290

599
1356
1696
1038
106S
1240
601

1233
592
902
577

Holt.

1029
8324
53G
786

IV.

986
819)

1317
587

1009
1062
468

Total 6089 10902
Maj. for Anderson, 4,813.

In the Third District, John
B. Clark, Dem, was elected
without opposition.

Craip.

1021
511
1997
888
826
545
843
512
1266
852
550
825

1412
891

Adams.
Andrew 598
Atchison 153
Buchanan . . . 730
Caldwell ... 270

; Clay 993

5675 ^ S''°-°°-
^^

\ Daviess 507
>DeKalb 195

"fiS >
Gentry 464

°^ ) Harrison .... 594
JHolt 460
Nodaway 162
Platte 1128
Ray 1066

Total 7824 12489

__ _ ) Maj. for Craig, 4,615.

Total 6865
Maj. for Simms, 67.

L.T.
IX. Mo

Bath 743
Carter 4S4
Clarke 935
Fleming 952
Greenup 1163
Lawrence 809
Lewis 604
Mason 1274
Montgomery . . . 587
Morgan 563
Powell 190
Rowan 142

6932;

J.W.
Moore.

1040
8;32

412
928
854
496
731
875,

502
1147
166
244

V.
I Benton 502
;

Cass 449
i Cole 744
• Cooper 727
I
Henry 221

I Jackson 1447

I

Johnson 515
I Lafayette 340
;

Miller 450
i
Moniteau . .

.

891
Morgan 285

;
Pettis 207

i
Saline 669

Reid. Woodson.
263
617
116
653
762!

1075
850
936
176
649
868
455
882

7942

Total S505 8227;
Maj. for L. T. Moore, 278. '

Jones. Stevenson. (

Total 6947
Smith, Ind., 2,038,

Woodson over Reid, 995.

VI.

Bracken 754
Boone 626
Campbell 689
Carroll 366
Gallatin 382
Grant 663
Kenton 950
Owen 415
Pendleton 615
Trimble 179

773'

970

:

1242.
528'

492;
800'

1706;
1439.
871'

474;

TotaL ...5839 9295'

Bates 10
Barton 59
Barry 232
Camden 241
Cedar 220
Dade 213
Dallas 402
Gasconade... 541
Greene 1135
Hickory 168
Howell 156
Jasper 344
Laclede 865

Richardson. Phelps.

MISSOURI.

CONGRESS-(ron(i/iHerf.)

Djstrirt.i. 0pp. Dem.
VI. Richardson. Phelps.

Polk 672 630
Pulaski lis 255
St. Clair 114 721
Stone lis 173
Taney 206 486
Texas 124 573
Vernon 41 409
Webster 526 579
AVright 84 889

Total 8050 13424
Maj. for Phelps, 5,374.

VII. Ze'pl.r. Noell.

Bollinger 136 528
Butler 98 211
Cape Girard'u 734 548
Crawford 150 423
Dent 52 468
Dunklin 833 58
Franklin 1012 767
Iron 853 174
Jefferson 364 620
Madison 81 5.54

Mississippi... 126 377
New-Madrid . 227 327
Pemiscot 55 268
Perry 1.50 759
Phelps 71 498
Reynolds.... 173 187
Ripley 66 412
Scott 298 892
Shannon 12 197
St. Genevieve 278 897
St. Francois . 349 608
Stoddard 217 472
Washington .

.

278 702
Wayne 200 458

Total 5808 10104
Maj. for Noell, 4,596.

At the same election a
vote was taken for Superin-
tendent of Public Schools,
at which Starke, Dem., was
chosen over Provines. Am

,

by 33,884 majority.

Maj. for Stevenson, 3,456. ) Lawrence!

!

'.

.

508
TOTAL VOTE OF STATE. I

Maries 86
Oppris-ition. 'McDonald... 153

Goven^or . .BfW 67,271 '! Newton ... 410
Cb»e'/-e«s... 0pp...... 64,670 Oregon 137

Dfm'ir III.'. Osage 427
6'o«er>M)r..Ma.t'oflfin 76.187 Ozark and ( „,.
C!o«^re.!(«...D(.'ui.,. .. 76,552 Douglas. )

"

826,
193 >

687^
242
628
652
272 >

245
1029 <

360)
97

434
378
566
472 -

846 :

779;
189/
451^

373

Ohio—1859.
GOVERNOR.

DiitrirU. Ufji Dem.
I. & II. Dennison. Rannev.

Hamilton 132S5 14178
Maj. for Ramsey, 893.

III. Pen. Ran.
Butler 2238 8479
Montgomery. 4747 4615
Preble 2261 1496

Total 9246 9590
Maj. for Ranney, 344.

IV. Den. Rnn.
Allen 1574 1656
Auglaize 696 121
Darke 2201 24.54

Mercer 540 1057
Miami 2722 1839
Shelby 1352 1517

Total 9085 9800
Maj. for Ranney, 715.

V. Den. Ran.
Defiance 778 1083
Fulton 1037 707
Hancock 1674 1796
Henry 670 841
Lucas 2225 2073
Paulding 441 826
Putnam 735 1087
Van Wart ... 8:37 665
Williams 1191 1013
Wood 1429 1021

Total 11017 10812
Maj. for Dennison, 205.

OHIO.

GOVERNOR—(roH((«uft/. 1

DMricts. Hep. Di-ni.
VI. Dennison. Rannev.

Adams 1405 1763
Brown 1657 2275
Clermont 2689 29h8
Highland 2168 2175

Total 7919 9191
Maj. for Ranney, 1,272.

VII. Den. R»ai.

Clinton 1721 1019
Fayette 1093 761
Greene 2466 1362
Madison 1018 929
Warren 2689 161J

Total 8987 56S(i
Maj. for Dennison, 8,301.

\ VIII. Den. Ran.
Champaign.. 1732 1612
Clatke 2249 1574
Delaware.... 23.')8 1776
Logan n;,j0 1238
Union 1241 910

Total 9230 7110
Maj. for Dennison, 2,120.

IX Den. Ran.
Crawford 1550 2258
Hardin 1162 1127
Marion 18.33 1391
Ottaway 828 578
Sandusky 1473 1S22
Seneca 2461 2061
Wyandotte . . 1295 1390

Total ... 9597 11227
Maj. for Ranney, 1,630.

X. Den. K.Tn.

Gallia 1365 1.3.57

Jackson 1198 1239
Lawrence 1450 1246
Pike 669 lOWo
Koss 2587 • 20SS
Scioto 1603 1121

Total 8877 9039
Maj. for Ranney, 162.

XL Den. Ran
Athens 1845 1287
Fairfield 1394 2S21
Hockmg 976 1397
Meigs 1?12 1437
Perry 1S9S 2281
Vinton 979 1049

Total 9003 10222
Maj. for Ranney, 1,220.

Xir. Den. Ran.
Franklin 3762 4684
Licking 8030 84.38

Pickaway . . . 1710 2147

Total 8503 10219
Maj. for Ranney, 1,717.

XIIL Den. Ran.
Erie 1983 15:35

Huron 2924 1568
Morrow 1919 1770
Richland .... 2735 2952

Total 9561 7825
Maj. for Dennison, 1,736.

XIV. Den. Ran.
Ashland 1834 1914
Lorain 3391 1689
Medina 2413 1457
Wayne 2944 8285

Total 10583 a345

XV. Den. Ban.
Coshocton ... 21 9S 2461
Holmes 1241 1964
Knox 2603 25"3
Tuscarawas.. 2S31 2778

Total SS73 97.3«

Maj. for Ranney, 863.



246 A POLITICAL TEXT-BOOK FOR 18C0.

OHIO.

GOVERNOR— (ConitnuefJ.)

MICBIGAN^.

• CHIEF JUSTICE—(Cond-'d.)

Dii'ii'it. Ffp. Dem. ( Di.-trict^ Hep. Deni.

XVL Dennisnn.IUnnev. 5 "I- Martin. Felch,

Morgan 1835 1308 ) Kalamazoo . . 2326

Muskingum.. . 8604 S467 \ Kent 3109

INDIANA.
CONGRESS—(C(»i(»nue<J.)

Dial'ictt. Ut-

Washington.. 2198 1781
^
Mason 73

• ; Montcalm ... 469

Total 7&37 6556 ? Newago 2S7

Maj. for Dennison, 1,081. ', Oceana 124
I Ottawa 164:^

XVrl. Tic-n.

Belmont 2280
Guernsey 210.3

Monroe 757

Noble 1448

Ran. <

2591 <

1663

;

1585 <

1355 <

VanBuren... 1593

1513
2443

82
814
245
182
1076
1307

in.

Lawrence 1095
IMonroe 1075

i Switzerland.. 1121

Total 6588 7194
Maj. for Ranney, 606.

XVlir. Pen.

Portage 2620
Starke 3725
Summit... .. 2560

Ran
2038
4006
1734

Total 8905 7777
Maj. for Dennison, 1,123.

XIX. Den. Ran.

Cuyahoga ... 58.34 4115
Geauga 1881 529

Lake 1807 638

Total 9522
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ILLINOIS.

CONGRESS—(fo)i(t««e4.)

JDhtictJ!. Hep. Dem.
Kellofrff. Davidso

Fulton 2930
Henry 2242
Knox 29C5
Marshall .... 1203
Mason 622
Mercer 1419
Peoria 2601
Stark (129

Tazewell 17S3
Warren
Woodford .

.

1T32
811

3224 (

1101'

1S20 <

1054 <

1038
I

898 (

2G23'
5S4j
1960 <

1406
J

1152;

Hardin 46
Jackson 79

Total 194S7
Gale, A.L.D., 553.

Kellogg over D'son, 2,627.

V. Grimshaw. Srorris.

ILLINOIS,

CONGEESS-(CoH««i«J.)
DiH'icts. Rep. Den.

Phillips. Logan.

856
1225
1157
750
798
774
589
1143
819
623

1250
1554
1195

WISCONSIN.

GOVERNOR—(CoiKiHiw^.)

Dinlricts. 12ep. Dnti.
Randall. Hobart.

Johnson .

Massac .,

Perry . .

.

Pope
Pulaski.

.

Saline . .

,

Union . .

.

Wabash .

White . .

,

Williamson

7
15

474
18
67
3
65

896
611
43

Dunn 192
Eau Claire . .

.

820
Grant 2496
Green 1726
Iowa 1454
Jackson 493
Juneau lOfiO

16860 > Wayne 804

1210
1102

72
206
939
4;^2

Adams 3004
Brown 590
Calhoun 171
Hancock 2054
Henderson .. KHil
McDonald... 1774
Pike 1991
Schuyler 1063

8280
849
5<17

2234

Total 2796 15878
Parish, A.L.D., 144.

Logan over Phillips, 13,082.

For Superin't of Public
' Instruction, Bateman, Rej^.,

\
received 124,556 votes ;

La Crosse

.

Lafayette
Lapointe
Marathon
Monroe.

.

Pepin . .

.

Pierce 5ii6

Polk 161
Portage 743
Richland 745
Rock 4089
St. Croix 516
Sauk 1659
Trempeleau.. 866
Wood 235

175
233
1715
1141
1320
293
874

1034
1514
109
50!)

578
255
805
141
582
647

157S
560
799
134
280

7^i5 ) French, Doug.., 122,413
;

1944 ' Reynolds, Buch., 5,173.

1489
^°'"

'^r?.>'-'\Qn'"'r' ^f^- ^
Total 27191 21080H8J received 12o,430 ; londey, , ^^^ j.„^ j^^.^^^^,, g^j^

\ Douglas Dem., 121,609;; ' '

Total.
. . 11648 13529 i Dougherty, Buck'n Dem.:, I

Davis, A.L.D., 504. ) 5 07l )

Morris over G'shaw, 1,881. ^
' ''

i

THE VOTE FORVI. Matlienv. Hi
Cass 743'

Christian 591
Greene 765
Jersey 574
Macoupin 1615
Menard 780
Morgan 1789
Montgomery.. 786
Sangamon . . . 2803
Scott 650
Shelby 550

Brown 423
Calumet 518

{ Columbia 2595

\ Dodge 3192
). Door 72
Fond du Lac. 8214

Total 11640

McConnell, A.L D., 277.
Harris over Math'y, 4,547.

1065 / LINCOLN AND DOUGLAS,
923

1517 > -^^ ''^'^ election, Messrs.

1059 > Lincoln and Douglas can- -
Green Lake.

.

1453

2093 \
massed the State for U. S. ;

Jefferson 2327

S5J \ Senator, to be chosen by the - Kewaunee ... 167

2or4 / Legislature then elected ; i
Manitowoc. .

.

704

1223 )
^^^ while Mr. Douglas car- ', Marquette.. .

.

586

801Q > ried a majoritv of the Legis- Oconto 852

1002 \ lature, Mr. Lincoln had the ,

Ozaukee . 627

1394 >
popular vote. The agsre- Outagamie... 494

^ gate vote of the State "for ' ^hawanaw.... 105

16193 ] members of the Legislature ' Sheboygan. .

.

1773

VII. Oglesbv. Robins.

Clay 424
Clark 1076
Coles 1859
Cumberland.

.

4^3
Crawford 693
Edgar 1446
Effingham 214
Fayette 605
Jasper 459
Lawrence 455
Logan 1315
Macon 1168
Moultrie 513
Piatt 546
Richland .... 499

712
1405
1578
696
922

< was as follows :

' Lincoln, i?cp.,... 124,698

I

Douglas, i)^TO.,.. 121,190
i Buch. Dem., and

\

\

Scattering, 4,688 \

Lincoln over Douglas, 3,508. \

In Five Districts of the
\

1481 1 State there were no Repub- 1

803 S lican Candidates for the \

842 ; Legislature In these five '

619 < Districts, the Republican I

662 State Ticket received 577

)

1174 > votes, which, added to the >

939 \ vote of Mr. Lincoln (to which
\

570 > they clearly belong), makes >

480 < his majority in this State, \

755 \ over Douglas, 4,085. \

1 Washington . . 684
Z Waupacca 1107
\
Waushara . . . 1126
Winnebago . . 2235

Randall. Hobnrt.

1066
678

1646
8866

78
2530
662

2512
567

2134
792
446
1577
733
87

1S39
2106
624
380

1570

Total 24113 25888
Maj. for Hobart, 1,770.

TOTAL VOTE OF THE STATE.

Randall, Itep., 63465
Hobart, Dem., 59508

Maj. for Randall, . . 8957

Oregon—1859.

CONGRESS.
Total 11760 13588 <

Bakhvin, ^.Z./>., 36.

R'son over Oglesby, 1,828.

Counties.

Wisconsin—1859.
Vni. Bnker.

Pond 731
Clinton 377
Jefferson 2S8
Madison 2054
Marion 575
Monroe 569
Randolph.... 917
St. ClKlr 2464
Washington.. 435

700^ Districts.
8S3?

GOVERNOR

1193 <

2185!
1142 (

1149 <

1090
J

2058 I

1090

;

Rep.
LoCTn.

^Benton 222
} Clackamas .

.

880
^Clotsop 54

Rep. Den ) Columbia 63
Rand.lll. Hobart ) CoOS 52

Total 8410 11490 <

Hope, A.L.D., 198.

Fouke over Baker, 3,080.

IX. PhiUipa,
Alexander . . 41
Kdwards 395
Franklin 19
ttailatin 207
Hainilton 6

Lognn.

378
267
1030
815

1155

Kenosha 1821
Milwaukee... 2811
Racine 2111
Walworth 3133
Waukesha . . 2785

Total 12161
Maj. for Hobart, 834.

II. Randall. Hobnrt.
Adams 594
Bad Ax 995
Buffalo .264

Chippewa 156
Clarke 71
Crawford 619
Dane 3727
Douglas 84

906
; Curry 54

C251 ) Douglass .... 339
1634 > Jackson 218
1459

, Josephine ... 211
2295^ Lane 533

Linn 602
12545 ^Marion 1062

' Multnomah .

.

563
;Polk 2.'>4

293 ' Tillamook ... 10

gl9 )
Umpqua 132

414 > Wasco 115

24g
'> Washington .

.

356

4-2 ^Yamhill 412

748?
88S0( Total 5631

60 > Maj. for Stout, 39.

T)em.

Stout.

422
379
84
72
63
37

495
603
411
535
723
296
434
284

5
43
255
201

818

5670

Iowa—1859.
GOVERNOR.

Dixtrictx. Rep.
I. Kirk.vood.

Adair 120
Adams 177
Audubon 58
Appanoose . . 627
Cass 179
Clarke 462

;
Dallas 530

\ Davis 717

J

Decatur 390

j
Desraoines.. . 1704

i Fremont 293

i
Gutluie 257
Harrison 297
Henry 1596
Jasper 946
Jefferson 1282
Keokuk 1U25
Lee 2159
Louisa 956
Lucas 521
Madison f.51

Mahaska 1212
Marion 1 2."i6

Mills 262
Monroe 749
Montgomery.. 125
Page .".. 377
Polk 1078
Potawatomie. 295
Poweshiek . .

.

595
Ringgold 26u
Shelby 78
Tavlor 804
Union 151

VanBuren... 1397
Wapello 1016
Warren 987
Washington.. 1208
Wayne 416

Total 26663

Maj. for Dodge, 92.

II. Kirkwnod.
Allamakee . . . 743
Benton 914
Black Hawk.. 815
Boone 293
Bremer 417
Buchanan 816
Buena Vista. . 2
Butler 474
Calhoun 17
Carroll SO
Cedar 11.52

Cerro Gordo.. 117
Cherokee... . 13
Chickasaw... 4.39

Clay 3

Clayton 1630
Clinton 1605

Crawford 45
Delaware... . 844
Dickinson 31

Dubuque .751

Emmet 13
Favette '.102

Floyd 495
Franklin. .. 201

Greene 126
Grundy 110
Hamilton.... 192
Hancock... . 19

Hardin 645
Howard 336
Humboldt ... 49
Ida 4
Iowa 765
Jackson 1273
Johnson 1603
Jones 1161

Kossuth 75
Linn 1771
Marshall 795
Mitchell 51

6

Monona .... 105
Muscatine . . . 1457

Dodpe,

76
122
60

985
152
851
448

1142
771

1928
504
260
351
998
705

1192
1043
2;«2
679
457
729

11.37

14.38

245
665
115
.333

1048
600
411
125
96

257

193
1402
1260
609
940
535

26755

Dodt'c.

1025
732
550
413
438
570

6

246
17

80
1002
72
7

303
9

1429
1521
55
894
15

8158
5

849
281
51

146
17

105
14

4;58

279
29
3

549
1477
1395
1153

87
1.345

443
204
loe

1864



248 A POLITICAL TEXT-BOOK FOR 1860.

IOWA.
GOVERNOR—(Continwd.)

DUIriOs. Rep. Dem.
II. Kirkwood. Dodge.

Palo Alto.... 3 44
j

Plymouth.... 24 11
j

Pocahontas . . 16 17 i

Sac 23 ST
Scott 2203 1625
Storv 895 358 i

Tama 500 295 i

Webster 252 i

Winnebago . . 11 24 i

AVinneshlek.. 1022 771 (

Woodbury... 132 103!
Worth 98 26
Wright 80 52 j

Total 29741 20556
Maj. for Kirkwood, 8,185.

TOT.\L VOTE OP THE STATE.

Kirkwood, Rep., .... 56404
Dodge, J>em., 53311

Maj. for Kirkwood,

MINNESOTA.
OOVEllNOR—(("o«(in/«J.)

llidricl.s. Ki-p. Dem
Ramsev. Becker.

Rice 1046 62S'
Scott 552 91'

Sherburne . . . 131 68
Sibley 8(3 526
Stearns 875 660
Steele 448 178
Todd No return.
Wabashaw... 793 512
Waseca 859 254 '

Washington. . 958 707
AVinona 1209 814 '

Wright 579 265 I

Carlton,
) \

St. Louia, V... 88 119
Lake,

)

Total.. .. 21385 17583
I

Maj. for Ramsey, 8,752.

LEGISLATURE.

Sesatk . Rep., 23 ; Dem., 18

;

Independent, 1.

House.. Rep., 53; Dem., 22.

Minnesota—1859.

GOVERNOR.
Couniie.'!. h'pp. Dfm.

Ramsey. Becker.

Anoka 883 165
Benton 143 94
Blue Earth . . 734 560
Brown 343 800
C)arver. 473 524
Cass No return
C'lisago 284 1.56

Ci ow Wing. , . 8 .55

Dakota 1007 1056
Podge 593 444
Kwribault . . . 210 109
Jillniore 1399 1171
iM-eeix.rn .... 488 227
(ioodhue 1220 706
Hennepin ... 2018 1117
Houston 675 716
IsantL No return.

Jackson 21 18
Kannabec ... 9 6
Kandivohi... 19 8
Le Sueur 577 625
M;momin No return.

Martin 18 10
McLeod 197 95
Mwker 147 103
Mille hac .... No return.

Monongalia . 47 30
Morrison 83 115
M.-wer 412 488
Nicollett 424 227
Ohasled .... 1119 777
Fine ........ 6 23
Pembina No return.

Ramsey 14S5 1773
Reuville 8 37

California—1859.

GOVERNOR.
Countte-'!. Hr-p, Dem. A.Z.D.

Stanford. Latham, Currey.

Alameda.. 299 1066 664
Amador... 232 2023 9S5
Butte 354 1915 1666
Calaveras. 35 3275 1891
Colusa ... 15 541 166
Con'a Costa 41 805 873
Del Norte. 13 392 126
El Dorado. 408 8096 2413
Fresno 1 359 11

Humboldt 83 897 872
Klamath.. 1 607 120
Los Ang'ls 220 1916 49
Marin 67
Mariposa .

Mendociao
Merced.. .

.

! Monterey..
\ Napa
S Nevada.
) Placer...

{ Plumas.
' Sacram'to. 223
; !?an Bern'o 39
* San Diego. 17
,' San Fran'o3027

; San Joa'in 209
> S. LuisOb'o 30

I
San Mateo 105
Santa 15'ra 85
Santa Clara 626

J

Santa Cruz 150
) Shasta 8

> Sierra .... 295

11
1

46
14

5S1
896
198

467



A Complete Political History of the United States

THE AMERICAN STATESMAN:
A POLITICAL HISTORY, exhibiting the Nature, Origin and Practical Operation of Constitu-

• tienal Government in the United States ; the Rise and Progress of Parties ; and the views of
Distinguished Statesmen on Questions of Foreign and Domestic Policy.

BY ANDREW W. YOUNG.
Large Svo. Library, Sheep. Price $3 50.

This work embraces the whole period of our governmental history, commencing with the
brief "compact " drawn up by the " Pilgrim Fathers •' before their landing, down to the present
administration.

It presents the views of our ablest Statesmen, and the action of the Government on all the
prominent questions of public policy which have arisen under the Constitution, and which have
divided the people into parties.

An important feature of the work is, that on controverted questions, whether involving Con-
stitutional principles or mere considerations of policy, the main arguments on both sides are
impartially given, and submitted without comment to the judgment of the reader.

Subjoined to the work is an Appendix, cont.aining the Declaration of Independence, Articles
of Confederation, a statement of the Electoral Votes that have been given for the different can-
didates for the Presidency, etc., etc.

[From the N. Y. Tribune.]

" The author has performed his difficult task with that laborious care and conscientious fidelity,

which those acquainted with his previous works must confidently anticipate in any production
of his pen. . . . There are tens of thousands—nay, hundreds of thousands—of youth ia

our land, whose daily duties do not afford them leisure to wade through shelves of Xlles' Regis-
ters, Annual Registers, Washington's, Jefferson's, Madison's, Calhoun s, Benton's and other
letters and papers, in order to gain a clear and comprehensive view of the main questions which
have successively divided our statesmen and our countrymen generally. But the farmer's son by
the winter fireside, the apprentice at his hours of leisure, the clerk in the duller season for business,

may make himself thoroughly familiar with Mr. Young's book, and thus become better informed
respecting the past political history of our country than so many as one-third of those now exer-

cising the right of suffrage. And as the same questions, substantially, reappeared from age to age
though under different auspices, and often with a change of sides among those contending for the
mastery, this unassuming ' Statesman ' will prove to most of them emphatically useful and in-

structive. We heartily commendit to general atlentioii a7td per^usal."

TO AGENTS.—The above book is sold only by subscription. Exclusive right for Counties
given to active, energetic men. For terms, address the Publishers.

EVERY AMERICAN CITIZEN
SHOULD OWN

RANDALL'S LIFE OF JEFFERSON. 3 vols $ 1 50
JEFFERSON'S COMPLETE WORKS. 9 vols 22 50
RECOLLECTIONS OF WASHINGTON, by his adopted Son, G, W. Parke Cdstis. . 2 50
LIFE AND WORKS OF BENJAMIN FRANKLIN. 2 vols 6 00
WIRT'S LIFE OFPATRICK HExNRY. 1 vol 1 25

»-•-•

A LARGE NUMBER OF AGENTS WANTED TO CIRCULATE

THE LIFE AND PUBLIC SERVICES
OF

HON. ABRAHAM LINCOLN.
With a Portrait on §teel.

BY D. W. BAETLETT,
THE WELL-KNOWN AUTHOR OF " THE LIFE OF LADY JANE GRAY," " JOAN OF ARC," ETC.,

And Washin-jton Oorreap<yK(!ent oi tki. ''New York Evening Post" and ^'Independent."

One handsome 12nio. Clotb, »1U back, 360 pages. Price . . . $1 00
Pampblet Edition, 25

Liberal discount given. Address DERBY & JACKSON, Publishers,

498 Broadway, New-York.

*^* Copies of either or all of the abo»* '-'>* *»• —«il, x)0?t ©aid, on receipt of the price as

advertised.



SONG BOOKS FOR THE CAMPAIGN.
HUTCHINSON'S REPUBLICAN SONGSTER,

Edited by JOHN W. HUTCHINSON, of the well-known

HUTCHINSON FAMILY OF SINGERS, ^
and embracing some of their choicest songs. Price 10 cents.

ALSO,

THE BOBOLINK MINSTREL,
Or REPUBLICAN SONGSTER, Edited by George W. Bdngat, containing a great variety of highly humorous, as

well as patriotic songs. Price 10 cents.

ALSO,

THE CONNECTICUT WIDE-AWAKE SONGSTER,
Edited by John "W. Hutchinson, assisted by B. Jepson, Professor of Music, of New-Haven. This book embraces

some of the best of the Hutchinson Family songs, and a variety of choice songs especially adapted to the Wide

Awakes, who, it is well known, are a Connecticut " Institution." Price 10 cents.

THB ABOVB THREB B00K3 CONTAIN

" TEE FLAG OF TEE BBA TE^
A $25 Prize Song, by W. J. Wallace, together with many others of nearly equal merit that were candidates for th«

Prize, neither of which can be found in any other Campaign Songster. Glee Clubs that desire

THE BEST CAMPAIGN SONGS OF THE SEASON
Should be careful to order either

HUTCHINSON'S REPUBLICAN SONGSTER,
THE BOBOLINK MINSTREL,

OR

THE COI«]¥ECTICUT TVIDE-ATVAKE.
Each 10 cents ; or the three for 25 cents, or all of them, which would be better stilL A liberal discount to clubs

and booksellers, in quantities. Published by

O. HUTCHINSON, 2T2 Greenwich St., N. Y.

JUST PUBLISHED, JULY 2Uh, nm.

THE

77REPU

FOR 1860.

BY WILLIAM HENRY ERY,
OP THE NEW YOKK TRIBUNE.

12mo. Paper Covers. Price 25 cents.

This work, handsomely printed, contains 82 chapters of the most important matter, necessary to be known of Re-

publican principles, and sham Democracy ; white Slavery (Jewish, Greek, and Roman), which the South desires to

revive ; Modem Slavery ; Ordinance of 1787 ; Compromises ; Kansas ; Votes ; Administration Corruptions ; Outrages

on the North; Southern white Slavery; Burning of Men alive; British Emancipation successful; Land Qaestioaj

Lives of Lincoln and Hamlin, etc., etc., all close, condensed, and accurate.

An Armt of Agents Wanted to sell this work throughout the land. Terms liberal.

Single copies sent to any address, postpaid, on receipt of price. Address

A. B. BTJRDICK, Publisher,

No. 145 ITmsau St., Kew TorTc,

A New Edition of Helper's Crisis ready.



HORACE GREELEY'S

OVERLAND JOUENEY TO CALIFORNIA,

IN THE SUMMER OF 1859.

EMBRACING

AN ACCOUNT OF THE PRESENT

MORMON CHURCH IN UTAH.

HORACE GREELEY.

Om vol, 12nio., cloth. Price f1.

No more interesting record of American Travel has ever appeared than Mr. Greeley's Let-

ters, written while on his recent journey through the Great West, Utah and California. They

have already attracted the attention of thousands in all parts of the country, and a universal

desire has been expressed to have them in a connected and permanent form.

The book contains a careful revision of the Letters already published, and also much new and

interesting matter, including the author's notes and observations among the Mormons in Utah,

closing with a chapter on the Pacific Railroad, in which its importance and feasibility are clearly

set forth, and its ultimate success fully established.

THE FOLLOWING LIST IS FROM THE TABLE OF CONTENTS :

From New-York to Kansas.
Notes on Kansas.
Summing up on Kansas.
On the Plains.

The Home of the Buffalo.

Last of the Buffiilo.

The American Desert.

Good Bye to the Desert.

The Kansas Gold Diggings.

The Plains—The Mountains.
The Gold in the Rocky Mountains.
" Lo, the Poor Indian."

Western Characters.

From Denver to Laramie.
Laramie to South Pass.

South Pass to Bridger.

From Bridger to Salt Lake.

Two Hours with Brigham Young.
The Mormons and Mormonism.
Salt Lake and its Environs.

The Army in Utah.

From Salt Lake to Carson Valley.

Carson Valley—The Sierra Nevada.

California Mines and Mining.

California—The Yosemite.

California—The Big Trees.

California Physically considered.

California—Its Resources.

California—Summing up.

California—Final Gleanings.

Railroad to the Pacific.

Address THE TRIBUNE, New-York.



THE

TRIBUNE ALMANAC FOR 1860
CONTAINS:

APPROPRIATIONS BY CONGRESS.

CABINET OF THE UNITED STATES.

CALENDARS FOR 1860.

CHRONOLOGICAL CYCLES.

CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES.

DAY AND NIGHT, LENGTH OF

ECLIPSES FOR 1860.

EQUINOXES AND SOLSTICES FOR 1860.

EXECUTIVE GOVERNMENT OF THE UNI-

TED STATES.

GOVERNORS OF THE STATES AND TER-
RITORIES.

GOVERNMENTS OF EUROPE.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE
UNITED STATES.

ITALIAN WAR, SKETCH OF THE

KANSAS IN 1859.

LAND FOR THE LANDLESS.

MINISTERS PLENIPOTENTIARY AND
MINISTERS RESIDENT.

Price (postage prepaid), single copies, 13 cents.

If sent by Express, $7 per 100; 1-3 copies for i

Orders, accompanied with the cash, respectfully

LEAP-YEAR.

OCCULTATIONS.
POSTAGE, RATES OF

PRESIDENT, POPULAR VOTE FOR, BY
STATES.

RETURNS OF ELECTIONS in all the States

holding General Elections during the year

1859, carefully compiled expressly for the

Tribune Almanac, and compared with former

elections for convenient reference.

SEASONS, DURATION OF
SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES.

SLAVE TRADE, FOREIGN
SOVEREIGNS OF EUROPE.

STARS, MORNING AND EVENING
STATE GOVERNMENTS.

SUPREME COURT, JUDGES OF
TIDES.

TREASURY ESTIMATES FOR 1860.

TRUE TIME.

American coin ; 12 copies, $1 ; 100 copies, $8

II.

solicited. Address,

THE TRIBUNE, New-York.

EVERY LAWYER SHOULD HAVE A COPY.

THE LEMMON SLAYE CASE.

The full history of the Lemmon Slave Case, from its origin to its final decision in the Court

of Appeals, containing the opinion of Judge Paine, before whom the case was first heard, the

opinion of the Supreme Court, the points and arguments of Charles O'Conor, William M. Evarts

and Joseph Blunt, in the Court of Appeals, and the opinions of Judge Denio, Wright, and

Clerke. The great importance of the legal and political principles involved, the boldness with

which the issues were made, and the ability with which the argument was sustained on both

sides, render this one of the most significant and universally interesting trials that ever took

place in this country. Price per copy, 25 cents
;

per 100, $16. If sent by mail, 5 cents in ad-

dition must be sent to prepay postage. Terms cash. Address

THE TRIBUNE, Tribune Buildings, New-York.



CAMPAIGN DOCUMENTS.

We invite the attention of friends of the Republican cause to the following list of documents :

Please pay particular attention to the remarks on Postage on these documents, as prepayment
is required.

L THE IRREPRESSIBLE CONFLICT : Gov. Seward's Rochester Speech of 1858

;

with Charles O'Conor's Union-Meeting Speech, December 19, 1859.

n. THE DEMOCRATIC LEADERS FOR DISUNION : Speech of Henry Wilson of
Massachusetts, in the Senate, January 25, 1860.

in. THE ADMISSION OF KANSAS : Gov, Seward's great Speech, in Senate, February

29, 1860.

IV. NATIONAL POLITICS : Speech of Abraham Lincoln, of Illinois, at the Cooper Insti-

tute, New-York, February 27, 1860 ; James K. Doolittle's Vindication of Wisconsin.

V. LAND FOR THE LANDLESS : The Hon. Galusha A. Grow's Speech, in the House,

February 29, 1860.

VL THE LIFE OF ABRAHAM LINCOLN : By am Illinois Republican, who knows
well the man and his history. A large compact pamphlet of 32 double-column pages, for general

circulation as a compaign document. Price 4 cents a copy, 40 cents per dozen, $2 50 per

hundred, $20 per thousand. If required by mail, one cent additional must be sent to prepay

postage. Cash orders are solicited, and will be filled in the order of their reception.

Vn. PROTECTION OF HOME LABOR AND HOME PRODUCTIONS NECES-
SARY TO THE PROSPERITY OF THE AMERICAN FARMER : By Henry Carey
Baird. 16 large octavo pages.

The above are printed on fair type and good paper, each forming a large octavo tract of 16
pages, except No. 6, which is double size and price. They are sold in quantities of One Thou-

sand, or over, for one cent per copy, and the Thousand may be made up from the list above

given, as the buyer may desire. In smaller quantities, $1 25 per hundred ; 25 cents per dozen •

singly, 4 cents. By mail, postage prepaid, 5 cents per copy, 30 cents per dozen, $1 60 per 100,

$13 50 per 1,000.

IK GEEMAN.
L Seward^s late Speech on the Admission of Kansas.

n. Land for the Landless : The Hon. Galusha A. Grow's Speech.

nL National Politics : Abraham Lincoln's Speech.

IV. The Irrepressible Conflict : Gov. Seward's Rochester Speech,

V. State Rights and Supreme Court : The Hon. James R. Doolittle's Speech.

VL The Democratic Leaders for Disimion : The Hon. Henry Wilson's Speech.

vn. The Barbarism of Slavery : The Hon, Owen Lovejoy's Speech.

Price of all these German Speeches, 5 cents a single copy; $2 50 per 100; $15 per 1,000.

By mail, postage prepaid, 6 cents each, 60 cents per dozen, 25 for ^1, 100 for $2 75, 1,000 for

$17 50.

Will not our Republican friends aid us to " circulate the documents ?" Now is the time when
thousands of minds can be reached and influenced.

Address THE TRIBUNE,
Tribune Buildings, Now- York.



THE NEW-YORK TRIBUNE.

INDUCEMENTS TO GLTTBS.
NOW IS THE TIME TO SUBSCRIBE.

The Tribune—now more thaa eighteen years old, and having over a quarter of a million sub-

scribers, or constant purchasers diffused through every State and Territory of our Union—will

contimie in essence what it has been—the earnest champion of Liberty, Progress, and of what-
ever will conduce to our nation's growth in Virtue, Industry, Knowledge, and Prosperity.

THE NEW-YORK DAttY TRrBUNE
is printed on a large imperial sheet, and published every morning and evening (Sundays ex-

cepted). It contains Editorials on the topics of the times, employing a large corps of the best

newspaper writers of the day ; Domestic and Foreign Correspondence ; Proceedings of Con-

gress; Keports of Lectures; City News; Cattle, Horse, and Produce Markets; Reviews of

Books ; Literary intelligence ; Papers on Mechanics and the Arts, Cookery, etc., etc. We strive

to make THE TRIBUNE a newspaper to meet the wants of the public—its Telegraphic news
alone costing over $15,000 per annum.

TERMS : The Daily Tribune is mailed to subscribers at $6 per annum, in advance
; $3 for

six months. •

THE NEW-YORK SEMI-WEEKLY TRIBUNE
is published every Tuesday and Friday, and contains all the Editorials of the Daily, with the

Cattle, Horse, and General Markets, reliably reported expressly for THE TRIBUNE. Notice of

New Inventions ; Foreign and Domestic Correspondence ; Articles on Cookery ; and during the

Sessions of Congress, it contains a summary of Congressional doings, with the more important

speeches. "We shall, as heretofore, make the semi-weekly tribune a Literary, as well as Polit-

ical newspaper, and we are determined that it shall remain in the front rank of family papers.

TERMS.
Per Copy, one year $3 00 I Five Copies, one year $11 25
Two Copies, one year 5 00 I Ten do. <o one a<i<fress 20 00

Any person sending us a club of twenty or over, will be entitled to an extra copy. For a

club of forty, we will send The Daily Tribune one year.

THE NEW-YORK WEEKLY TRIBUNE,
a large eight page paper for the country, is published every Saturday, and contains Editorials on

the important topics of the times, the news of the week, interesting correspondence from all

parts of the world, the New-York Cattle, Horse, and Produce Markets, interesttng and reliable

Political, Mechanical, and Agricultural articles. Papers on Cookery, etc., etc.

We shall, during this year, as hitherto, constantly labor to improve the quality of the instruct-

ive entertainment afforded by THE WEEKLY TRIBUNE, which, we intend, shall continue to

be the best Family Weekly Newspaper published in the world. We consider the Cattle Market
Reports alone richly worth, to cattle raisers, a year's subscription price.

TERMS.
One Copy, one year $2 i Five Copies, one year $8
Three Copies, one year 6 | Ten Copies, one year 12
Twenty Copies, to one, address 20
Twenty Copies, to address of each subscriber 24

Any person sending us a club of twenty or more, will be entitled to an extra copy. For a

club of forty, we will send THE SEMI-WEEKLY TRIBUNE, and for a club of one hundred,

THE DAILY TRIBUNE will be sent gratis.

Subscriptions may commence at any time. Terms always cash in advance. All letters to be

addressed to THE TRIBUNE, Tribune Buildings,

Nassau St., New-York.
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